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Nivtr pay or Drcesser, 1880,

SENATE CHAMBER,
Lhursday, December 9th, 1880.

. The members assembled in the Senate
Chamber.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
NEW SENATOR.

Hon. Josern NorTewooDp, of the
‘town‘ ot Chatham, Ontario, summoned to
the Senate in the room of Hon.
;‘iroym, deceased, was introduced and,

aving taken and subscribed the oath
brescribed by law, took his sest.

_‘ The Wouse was adjourned during
pleasure,

George

SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

The members of the Senate being as-
sembled, His Excellency was pleased to
<x‘)mmand the attendance of the House of
Commons, and that House being present,
His Excellency wag pleased to open the
Third Sessien of the Fourth Parliament
of ﬂlg D(_)minion of ’Canudu, with the
following Speech from the LThrone :- -

fionorable Gentlemen of the Senate :
;
Gentlemen of the House of Commans :

in opening this, the Third Session of the

present Parliament, I have to offer you my"

wincere congratulations on the bountiful
harvest with which Canada has been blessed,

1

S

as well as on the undoubted return of her
commercial prosperity, and the substantial
development of her various industries.

During the recess my advisers thought the
time opportune for making another attempt to
carry out the declared preference of Parlia-
ment for the construction and operation of
the Canadian Pacific Railway by means of an
Incorporated Company, aided by grants of
money and land, rather than by the direct
action of the Government.

Three of my Ministers therefore proceeded
to England for the purpose of carrying on,
negotiations to that end.

I am pleased to be able to inform you that
their efforts were 8o far successful that a con.
tract has been entered into, subject to the
approval of Parliament, with men of high
financial standing in Europe, the TUnited
States and Canada, for the speedy construction
and permancnt working of this great national
enterprise.

The contract and the papers connected there-
with, will be submitted to you without delay,
and I invoke for them your early and earnest
consideration. ‘

With this view I have summoned you
before the usual period, as no action can be
taken by the contractors to prosecute the
work, and no permanent arrangement for the
organization of a systematic emigration from
Europe to the North-West Territories, can be
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satisfactorily made until the policy of Parlia-
ment with respect to the milway’has been
decided.

8teady progress has been made in the con-
steuction of those portions of the rail way now
under contract. Two additional sections have
been recently opened for truffic, one from
Winnipeg to Portage la Prairie, the other
from Cross Lake to Keewatin; so that there
are now in all 263 miles in operation.

You will be glad to learn that the measures
adopted to promote economy in the working
of the Intercolonial and Prince Edward Island
Railways have resulted in a large reduction of
the difference between revenue and expendi-
ture ; and that the steadily increasing traffic
warrants the expectation that during the
current year thesc railways will be self-
sustaining.

I have the gratification of infurming you
that Her Majeaty’s Government has generously
presented to Canada, for training school pur-
poses, the steam corvette C(harybdis lately
returned from service in the Chinesc Seas.
The correspondence on this subject will be
laid before you.

T have thought it well, in consideration of
the increasing duties thrown by the develop-
ment of the country upon the Civil Service,
and for the more efficient organization of such
gervice, to issue a Royal Commission to
examine and report on the whole question.

Toe Report of the Commissioners will, 1
believe, be ready to be laid before you at an
varly day; and I ask for your consideration of
guch report and of the whole subject of Civil
Service Reform.

A measure for the enlargement of the
boundaries of the Province of Manitoba will
be submitted to you.

I greatly regret being obliged to state thai
the entire failure of the usual food supply of
the Indians in the North-West, to which I
called your attention last Session, has contin-
ued during the present season, and has
involved the necessity of a Jarge expenditure
in order to save them from absolute starvation.
Several of the Bands have, however, already
applied themselves to the cultivation of their
Reserves and the care of their cattle. No
effort will be spared to induce the whole of
the aboriginal population to betake themselves
to agricultural pursuits.

Gentlemen of the House of Commons :
‘The Accounts of the last, and the Kstimates
The Speech.

(SENATE]

of the Senate,

for the ensuing, year will be laid before you.
The Estimates will, I trust, be found to have
been prepared with due regard to cconomy
and the efficiency of the Public Service.

It will be satisfactory to you to know that
the existing Tariff has not only promoted the
manufactures and other products of the coun-
try, but has so far increased the revenues of
the Dominion as to place it bevond doubt that
the receipts of the current fiscal year will ba
in excess of the expenditures chargeable to
consolidated revenue.

Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate ;.
Gentlemen of the Iouse of Commons :

Sevoral measures of importance will be sul-
witted to you ; among them will be Bills tor
the winding up of Insolvent Banks and In-
corporated Companies ; for the amendment of
the Railway Act of 1879 ; for the revision and®
consolidation of tho laws relating to Govern-
ment Railways; and for the improvement, in,
several respects, of the Criminal Law.

1 am pleased to be able to inform you that
there are now good hopes of our being able to -
place the naturalization of Germaa settlors ou
a more satisfactory footing. A measure will
be submitted, with all the papers connectit
with the matter, for your considerution.

Your best attention will, [ am sure, be givan
to the subjects I have mentioned, as well as to
everything that affects the well-being and good
government of the Dominion.

His Excellency the Governor (ieners!
was pleased to retive, and the House of
Commons withdrew.

The House resumed.

BILL INTRODUCED,

Hou. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL iuten.
duced a Bill intitwled < An Act relan
ing to Railways.”

The Bill was vead the first tie.

THE ADDRESS.
MOTION,

Houn, Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
—That the House do take into cousiders-
tion the Npeech of His Kxcellency the
Governor General to-morrow.-

The motion was agreed to.

THE ORDERS AND CUSTOMS OF '1 [h“
SENATE.
COMMITTEE APPOINTED,

Hon, Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL movea
—That all the Members present during
this Session be appointed w Committey to
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congider the Orders and Customs of this
Honse and Privileges of Parliament, ani
that the said Committee have leave to
moet in this House, when and as often
a4 they please.

The motion was agreed to.

“‘THE LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT.

L FIRST REPORT.

Tj}he SPEAKER presented to the
Ylouse the Report of the Librarian, on
the state of the Library of Parliament.

The Sonate adjourned at 3.45 p.m.

THE SENATE,
Priday, December 10th, 1880.
_The Speaker took the chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
to THE ADDRESS.

I:[on. Myr. GIBBS — A duty has been
asgigned to we upon the present occa-
s1on $0 move an  Address in reply to the
gracious Speech which His Excellency
has been: pleased to deliver to both
Houses of Parliament. I may say that
[ should have been very much better
pleased had it been assigned to some one
who would have discharged the duty
that now devolves upon me in & much
more satisfactory manner than by any
poasibility I can expect to do. Although
this is not the first time that I have had
the opportunity or privilege of moving
an Address in reply to the Speech from
the: Throne, yet 1 feel that I do so to-
qay under very different citcumstances
from thcse under which I did it in 1866,
while addressing the other branch of the
legislature of the then Provinces of
Canada. When I heard His Excellency
deliver his Speech yesterday, I could not
help going back to the time when I had®
the honov of moving the Address on the
vccasion to which I have just alluded. I
:_a:hfil:Clbly reminded, as he progressed
tl‘ 1s Spoeech, that the questions of

1at day sink into comparative insignifi-,
cance when contrasted with the impor-
tant questions which are submitted to
ﬂ:e consideration of this Parliament.
Upon thut occasion we had the Fenian
raid upon us, which had to be sup-
pressed, and Parliament then, 4s now
h;sd been called together at an extraor-
dmnry. season of the year, warranted by
the circumstances of the case. The

questions that that Parliameunt had to
Hon. Mr. Gilbs.

10, 1880.] Address. 3.
deal with, though very important, now
seem trivinl when compared with
those which have been presented,.
and which will be presented, for
the consideration of the Parlia.

{1 ment which is now assembled. Though

the great question of Confederation:
was Lefore that Parliament, and had
been practically disposed of by the
Legislatures of the Provinces of Upper
and Lower .Canada, and by the Legisla-
tures of Nova Scotia and New Brups-
wick, yet, all that that Parliament had
to deal with was the consideration of the
Union of the older Provinces, whose
names I have just mentioned, and whese’
Legislatures had given assent to the
terms of Union. The legislation con-
templated under the British North
Amwerica Act, extended only to these
provinces, and was of an inter-provincial
character. Now, the legislation which
this Parlianient is called upon to deal
with, extends to half a continent. Then
the question which naturally followed
from the consideration of the measure of
Confederation, was the construction of
an intercolonial railway. Now, the
question which this Parliament will
have to deal with, is not one simply
intercolonial in its character, though it
is to benefit the remote provinces which
have since been added to the Union,
but it is the construction of nothing less
than a trans-continental railway. The
consideration of the finances and resour-
ces of the country, caused no little
anxiety to those that were about to
enter into the Confederation of the
several provinces. To-day the question
which you will have to consider — which
the Parliament of Canada will have to
consider — is perhaps the most important
one which may come before it for a
number of years, as it is ceitainly the
most important that has eugaged the
attention of Parliament for the last
decade. If one may judge from what
has taken place in the past,» he may
fairly reasan that the measure which ap-
pears so important to-day may, to the
statesman of a decade hence, appear as in-
significant as the measure of fifteen years
ago appears to the statesman of to-day.
The progress of the country is so great
that great events have crowded upon us
rapidly and imperceptibly. I make
these few introductory remarks because
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they were forced upon my attention
by the Npeech which His Excellency.
was pleased to deliver to both Houses
of Parliament yesterday. The first
question which naturally engages the
attention of hon. gentlemen is the fact?
that we have been called together at
« time which is rather out of the natu-
-ral order, looking, as we invariably do,
to February as the month in which Par-
liament should be convened ; but, as I
hgve alveady stated, the grave questions
to be presented for your consideration
warrant this early meeting. The first
subject to which His Excellency calls
vur attention is the fact that Canada
has been blessed by a bountiful harvest.
L think you will agree with me that it
"was right und proper that His Excel-
lency should begin his gracious Speech
by referring to such an important fact.
That Canada has been blessed with a
hountiful bharvest is, indeed, a matter of
gratification. Although not as good and
bountiful as one could wish in some parts
of the country, yet, taking it as a whole
-— looking at it from an average point of
view -— His Excellency is quite warranted
in muking the statement found in the
Npeech now in our hands. This has, no
doubt, contributed to the prosperity on
which His Excellency in the next para-
graph congratulates the country. That
the harvest will tend, and has tended, to
bring about this desirable end is a point
that will be readily conceded by every
hon. gentleman who had the pleasure of
listening to His Excellency, or of read-
ing the Speech since it was delivered.
Not only has there been a bountiful har-
vest, but, I think, taken in connection
therewith, the legislation of two sessions
ugo hus contributed in no small degree
{0 bring about the prosperity to which
His Excellency alludes. I am not going
to discuss to-day whether the National
Policy, as it has been termed, has brought
about the prosperity with which Canada
is blessed at the present moment. I
think it would be, perhaps, out of place
on this occasion, but I cannot help ve-
marking that there have been during the
last few years seasons in which an abun-
dant harvest has been reaped without the
prosperity emsuing which has attended
the reaping of thatof 1880. That policy
has contributed in no small degree, in my
opinion, to the prosperity which Canada
1 on, Mr. Cibbs,

[SENATE.]

Adddyess.

is now enjoying. I could cite, were it
necessary, the improved position of seve-
ral interests which have of late years
been much depressed, as evidence of the
comumercial prosperity alluded to. |
allade to the shipping interest -as
one of them. Our -shipping has
been earning much better freights
during the past year or two than
in years preceding, and this has aided
materially .in bringing about the pros-
perity of the country. Then, if we look
at the question of inter-provincial trade,
of which we may, perhaps, judge to some
extent by the returns made of the Inter-
colonial Railway traffic, we find that it
must have heen very materially increased,
and has also, to a considerable extent,
contributed to restore the commercial
prosperity of the country.  Then again,
our increased exports, I am happy to
say, show that many of our industries
have been stimulated by the National
Policy, and, though not yet in full blast,
are feeling their way into foreign mar-
kets. I wake the statement advisedly
that many manufactures have been ex-
ported not only to England, but to the
fur off colonies of  Australia, as well &3
to one of our own provinces, Manitoba.
These industries, which have been feel-
ing their way in other countries, have
met with a degree of considerablo suc-
cess, and I hope they will be warranted
in exporting more largely than they have
yet done. Not only has this contributed
to the undoubted prosperity of the coun-
try, but also to the substantial develop-
ment of our various industries. In this
connection I may state the fact that
some sugar refineries, which had been
closed before the passing of the National
Policy, have been stimulated so far as to
be re-opuned, and that operations have
been recommenced with every promise of
success. Not only this, but I may also
point to the fact that in the city of Hali-
fax, towns of Moncton, Tilsonbury and
West Farnham, sugar refineries are dlso
in course of construction, involving an ex-
penditure of, perhapy, a million of dollars
or upwards.. I do not think that I am
stretching the point, or going beyond the
record, when I state that all these indus-
tries are dependent, more or less, upon
the continuance of the policy which was
adopted in this country in 1879. I

I might refer also here to many other in-
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dustries of the country, and I am happy
to know that one of the largest of them
—the lumbering trade—though I do not
say this arises from the adoption of the
National Policy—has vastly improved,
largely owing to the returning prosperity
in the United States, which, reflecting on
us, hasbenefitted this industry in the most
extraordinary manner. T trust that the
prosperity which is now enjoyed through-
out ‘the country will he continued and
increased in the future, But the most
important question that will be submit-
ted for your consideration is that which
1'eig.j:es to the construction of the Pacific
Railway, and is couched in the language
of the succeeding sections, upon which I
will sheak for a moment or two. His
Excellency informs us :
" !;;el)(:lrin%t thevecess my advisers thought the
o ca"[;pgu‘;utr]x; f]or making another attempt
eclared preference of Parlia-

ment for .the construction and operation of
the Canadian Pacific Railway by means of an
moncy and Tand, b a7 frante of
action of the Go;elr‘:rgg;t.?mn by the direct
! take‘ it there is but one opinion
upon  the propriety of adopting  the
course recommended in the section which
L have just read and the two or three
othfars which immediately succeed it. I
behe\'c? there is a fixed determination in
the minds of the people of this country,
aad, I doubt not, in the minds of the
mombers of this Parliament, that, if pos-
s;\ble, the construction of this ;'ailwav
-,ql‘ ;\l he execated in the way indicated.
€ propriety of doing so has been con.
not only hy the members of one
party, but by bhoth political parties in
this conntry. Parliament has adopted
resolutions embodying that principle on
more than one oceasion, and I am snre
f:ht:tt:vou wi]l.be_gla-l to learn that this
ol b enterprise is to be built by an in-
fom:te(l company. It would bLe idle
questionn:w to disenss the merits of a
| ) Ot yet placed in the hands of
hon. gentlemen. = | am myself as much
it the qlahl'k 48 any member of this House
can possibly be (outside of the (fovern-
ment) with referonce to the termns of this
contract. L ouly know what it s
supposed to contiin from tle public
prints, but I should not he ut a1l sur-
Prised if, when the contract ig placed on-
the table, the salient poiuts of the agree-
went for the construction of this road

Hon. Mr. Gibbs.
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10, 1880.] Address. 5
{enteved into with certain  parties in
Kurope, the United States and Canada)
have by some means or other-found their
way into the public press, and that the
main facts have been correctly stated.
However, as we are yet in doubt and
uncertainty on the subject, I da not
think it will be wise or becoming to dis-
cuss terms which have not yet been
made known officially, or to say whether
it is wise, prudent or advisable to enter
into that contract. One thing, however, I
think I may say, and, I believe, hon. gen-
tlemen, you will entirely concur with me,
that whatever number of milliony of
acres of lands, whatever number of mii-
lions of dollars in money, may be granted
to any incorporated company as a sub-
sidy to aid in the construction of this
great public undertaking, Parliament
will see to it tirat such safeguards sur-
round this contract, and such guarantees
shall be given for its performance, thas
by no possibility shall it return into
the hands of the Government incom-
pleted ; or, if completed, that the
parties shail faithfally adheve to its
terms and operate it for the time during
which, under that contract, they have
agreed s> to do. I believe that we can
have but oue feeling with reference to
that point.  Having cousidered the
principles laid down for the construction
of this work—and I believe scarcely
anyone will be found to object to them
—Parliament will see to it that all pe-
cessary precautions shall be taken to
insure the faithful fulfilment ¢f the con-
tract by those who have undertaken to
coustruct this gigantic work. I um
happy to know, and this House will also
be glad to know, that the parties who
are reported to have entered into this
contract are not only residents of the
Domiuion, but also of the United States
and tiie Continent of Euarvope, and T pre-
sume by the use of the words ¢ finan-
cial standing in Burope 7 we ave to infer
that gentlemen of high financial charac-
ter in England and France, and perhaps
Germany and Belgium, bave becowe
parties to this great contract, and that
laving brought them into it—laving
made them parties t0 it——we shall have
organized by those who have undertak-

en to build this important work,
a syslem, of immigration into the
Novth-West  Tervitories, which  will
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make that country what we all
desire to see it—the home of millions,
and of a happy aund prosperous
people. We are also congratulated by
His Excellency upon the fact that steady
progress has been made with the con-
struction of this work; and yet, although
we ave told that 264 miles of this rail-
way are now in operation, we have
scarcely entered upon the threshold
of 'this gigantic undertaking, and the
number of miles already in operation
forms scarcely a tithe of it. We are
¢lad to know that progress is also being
made in the construction of other por-
tions of this great work, and that soon, by
the opeaing of a new line of railway ex-
tending from Lake Superior to Winni-
peg (410 miles), with the adilitional
two or three hundred miles being con-
structed into the interior, probably one-
third or nearly one-half of this great
undertaking will then have been com-
pleted.  His Excellency also informs
us i— )

“ You will be glad to learn that the measures
adopted to promote economy in the working of
the Intercolonial and Prince Edward Island
Railways have resulted in a large reduction of
the ditference between revenue and expendi-
ture; and that the steadily increasing traflic
wanrants the expectation that during the eur-
vent year these railways will be self-sustain-
ing.”

This, T am sure, i3 a matter for congrat-
ulation to every hon. gentleman, the fact
that the revenue and expenditure are
coming so nearly together, that the time
is not very far distant when these rail-
ways will be self-sustaining. I remem-
her when making somo observations
upon the construction of the Inter-
colonial Railway, a number of years
ago, when Confederation was being dis-
cussed—its  construction was made a
part and pavcel of the British North
America  Act—that any hon. mem:
her  who ventured to assert that
that road would ever be used for com-
mercial purposes, in any sense whatever,
would be regarded as little less than a
madman, There were hon. gentlemen
who opposed the construction of that road
at that time who showed very forcibly,
and, in their, own opinion, very conclu-
sively, that it would be utterly impossi-
ble to carry a barrel of flour on it to the
Maritime Provinees—that the cost of
doing so would make it impossible. The
Hon. Mr. Gilbs.
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system which has been adopted, though
it has not been directly remunerative, in
one sense, has answered all the purpoges
for which its friends contended when, in
1867 and 1868, they were voting money
and making appropriations for its con-
struction. It is, therefore, a matter of
congratnlation to every hon. member to
know, that by veducing the expenditpre
and increasing the revenue, we are led to
hope that the railway will be shortly
self sustaining. Ther, His Excellency
informs us that we are to have for training
school purposes H.M.S. Charybdis. L
trust all the benefits expected from the
possession of that vessel will be more
than realized. We are also informed
that there is a possibility of the Qivil
Service being re-organized, a Royal Com-
mission having bheen formed to report
upen the subject. I trust that somwe-
thing way result from the report of this
Commission which it is desirable should
he accomplished in soimportant a watter
as that of Civil Service reform. We
are informed that the Province of Mani-
tobu is to be enlarged, and His Excel-
lency concludes by informing us that we
shall bave legislation upon certain im-
portant subjects which I shall not here
cnumerate, as every hon. gentleman has
them before him, and it is unnecessary
that 1 should take up time in adverting
to them. I will conclude my observa-
tions hy simply stating that whatever
legislation may be brought before this
Parliament for itsconsid>ration will ‘re-
ceive the attention which its importanece
demands,and I trustund believe that what-
ever legislation may take place on the part
of Canada will be such, in the future (asin
the main it has been in the past) as will
tend to the social, moral and material
well-being of those for whom Parliament
has been called to legislate. With these
observations, I lLave much pleasure in
moving the following resolution :—

That the following Address be pre-
sented to His Excellency the Governor-
Ueneral, to offer the respectful thanks of
this House to His Excellency for the
gracious Speech which His Excellency
has been pleased to make to both Honses
of Parliament, namely :—

«To His Excellency the Right Honorable Siy
John Douglas Sutherland Campbell (commen-

1y called the Marquis of Lorne), Knight of the
Most Ancient and Most Noble Order of the
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“Phistle, Knight Grand Cross of the Most Dis-
-#inguished Order of Saint Michael and Saint
‘Ueorge, Governor General of Canada,and Vice-
Admiral of the same, &c., &c.

“May It pPLEASE YoUR EXCRLLEXCY:

“We, Her Majesty's dutiful and loyal subjects,
the Benate of Canada, ia Parliament agsembled,

Tespeetfully thank Yeur Excellency for your.

gragious Speech at the opeming of this Ses-
n‘ipn. .

“We also thank Your Excellency’ for your
congratulations on the bountifal harvést with
whigh Canada has heen blessed, as well as on
the undoubted return of her commercial pros-
perity, and the substaatinl development of her
various industries, .

1“Wc are glad to learn from Your Excellency
h?t (l_urmg the recess your advisers thought
the time opportune for making another at-

tempt to carry ont the declared prefererce of

Parllament for the construction and operation {

o1 the Canadian Pacific Railway by means of
A ncorporated company, aided by grants of
money and land, rather than by the direct
af:tjon of the Government; that three of Your
l‘:xcellency’s Ministers therefore proceeded to
}?9@@;:(} for the purpose of carrying on neyo-
tiations to that end; and that their efforis
were 80 far successful that a contract has been
+mtered into, subject to the approval of Par-
!mm\em, with men of high financial standing
in Europe, the United States and Canada, for
the gpeedy counstruction and permanent waork-
g of this great national enterprise.

'f.f'he'contmct, and the papers conunected
therewith, which Your Excellency has been
pleased to ray will be submitted to ns without
»delay,_wl!l not fuil to receive from us that
i::zﬂy and earnest consideration which Your
Kxcellency has invoked for them.

#It 58 with that view, we note, that Your
Exq,ellency has summon1ed us hefo’re the usual
period, as no action can be taken by the con-
tractors to prosecute the work, and no perma-
nent arrangement for the organization of a
tystematic cmigration from Lurope to the
North-West Territories, can be satisfactorily
made until the policy of Parliament with
Tuspect to the railway has been decided.

Y1t affords w

s pleasure to be infor
¥ our Excell D re to be informed by

ency that steady progress has been

‘&2&1;;{1 the construction of thoge portions of

addi tio:!:y now under contract, and that two

for tmﬂ'a sections have been recently opened

o LWC, one from Winnipeg to Portage la

'w:\a:i:?‘ the other from Cross Lake to Kece-
1

s0 that there ar i :
N L : are now in all 25 ey
in operation. . 264 miles

“We are glad te learn that the
ac;opted to promote economy in the working
of t'.he Intercolonial and Prince Edward Island
Railways have resulted in a large reduction of
the difference between revenue and expendi-
tare; and that the steadily increasing traffic
‘warrants the expectation thag during the
cwrent vear these milways will be self-
suptaining, ‘
Hon. MUy, Gibhs.
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«We derive great gratification from the an-
nouncement that Her Majesty’s Government
has generously presented to Canada, for train-
ing school purposes, the steam corvette
Charybdis, 1ately returned from service in the
Chinese Seas ; and we thank Your Excellency
for saying that the correspondence on thi
subject will be laid before us.

«We hear with interest that Your Excellency
has thought it well, in consideration of the
increasing duties thrown by the development
of the country upon the Civil Service, and for
the more efficient organization of such service,
to issue & Royal Commission to c¢xamine and
report on the whole question. .

«When the Report of the Commissioners is
Jaid before us, as Your LExcellency has been
pleased to intimate that it will be at an early
day, we shall apply ourselves with pleasure
to the consideration of such report and of the
whole subject of Civil Service Reform,

«We thank Your Excellency for informing
us that a measure for the enlargement of the
boundaries of the Province of Manitoba will
be submitted to us.

«We greatly regret to hear from Your Excel-
lency that the eutire failure of the usual food
supply of the Indians in the North-West, to
which Your Excellency called our attention
lust session, has continued during the present
scason, and has involved the necessity of a
Jarge expenditure in order to pave them from
absolute starvation. We are glad to learn,
however, that several of the Bands have
already applicd themselves to the cultivation
of their reserves and the care of their cattle,
and that no effort will be spared to induce the
whole of the aboriginal population to betake
themselves to agricultural pursuits.

«It affords us pleasure to learn that several
measures of importance will be submitted to
ug, and that,among them, will be Bills for the
winding up of insolvent banks and incorporat-
ed companies;  for the amendment of the
Railway Act of 1879; for the revision and
consolidation of the laws relating to QGovern-
ment railways; and for the improvement, in
scveral respects, of the criminal law,

.

“We are pleased to learn from Your Excel-
lency that there are now good hopes of pur
being able to place the naturalization of Ger-
man settlers on a more satisfactory footing,
and that a measure will be submitted, with all
the papers connected with the matter, for our
consideration.

“Our best attention will, Your Excellency
may be sure, be given to the subjects you have
mentioned, as well as to everything that at-
fects the well-being and good government of
the Dominign.”

Hon. Mr. McLELAN.—It affords
me very great pleasnre to second
the Address whjch has been moved
in answev to the Speech from the Throne.
The task that has beéen left for me is
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an easy one. The hon. gentleman,
with that skill acquired in 1866 aud
since, has left but little for me to say
or do in the matter. Il commenced at
the paragraph which refers to the har-

vest, and, passing over the entire
field, reaps the whole harvest of
speech which it affords.  Had I

anticipated that he would have gather-
ed so closely, I should have said to
the leader of the Government, T would
thank him to instruct his young man to
leave a few landfulls for me to glean
after him. Dut, ander any circumstances,
hon. gentlemen, the task would he com-
paratively easy, for this Speech from the
Throne, I believe, in its main features,
commends itself to the intelligence of
this House, and of the country «t large.
We are asked in the opening paragraph,
as has been stated by the hon. mover of
the Address, to accept the congratulations
of His Excellency for the bountiful hat-
vest with which Canada has been blessed.
The blessings of a good harvest, hon.
gentlemen, are very widely diffused, and
I was reminded upon looking at that
volume which lics on the table befoce meo,
but which is seldom quotedin Parlinment,
except by our chaplain, of a very
excellent authority, who says that “ the
profits of the earth are for all, and the
king himself is served by the field ;” and,
therefore, hon. gentlemen, ag the bless-
ings of the harvest are widely diffused
from king to people, all ranks and con-
ditions of life, high and low, rich and
poor, can with grateful hearts to the
Uiver of all good, accept the offered con-
gratulations for the blessings of this
bountiful harvest which has been given
to our whole land. But, hon. geuntle-
men, as has been remarked before ULy
my hon. friend opposite, it i1 not in this
vear alone that we have had good har-
vests. These words of congratulation
have become familiar to our ears. For
eany years in  suceession Canada has
Leen blessed with good harvests, and
vet, as he says, the vesults that might
naturally be anticipated from good har-
vests, have not boen realized. We were
for a period of years, to n certain extent,
content with those good harvests. We
were content that Providence should
give us sunshine ahd rain, and should
bring the seed which the agriculturist
sast into the ground to maturity, but
" Howo Me, UelLelan,
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we left
rast

all
resources

the  otber
which  that
same  good Providence .had placed
in our hands. The same bounti-
ous hand that dropped down futness fron:
the clouds, that gave the dew and the
rain, andd the sanshine that warmed and
invigorated the seed cast into the ground-;
the same haud that, with golden sun-
beams, .gilded tho vipening corn, cast in
profusion all over this Dominion, from
sea to sea, from the Atlantic to the Pa-
cific, an inexhaustible supply of every
material required in building up this
great country, and making her prominent.
among the nations of the earth. DBut wo
lefs these comparatively untouched—we-
used but one of the many talents that
were commrtted to our care.  We gath-
cered the bountiful harvests Drovidenco
gave, and spent the surplus, as well as
large louns, mwainly in foreign countries,
in the purchase of goods which gave em-
ploymeut to the people of those lands,
thereby sustaining their industries, devel -
oping their resources, and adding to their
property and greatness. For five long
vears the craft upon our rivers and lakes
were comparatively unemployed ; the cars
on our vailways ran half filled, except in
bringing to ws the produce of foreign
industries ;  our factories compara-
tively idle or closed, snd the pub-
lic recowds and exchequer, your by
year, proclaiming our growing poverty.
So manifest had this become, notwith.
standing the Lenefits of the good har-
vests, that the public attention was
tarneil to the consideration of a remedy,
and the public sentiment of this country,
with & unanimity farely s2cn, declaved
that the policy of the Government should
be changed. That change wis made in ac-
cordance with the will of the people, a5
declared in 1378, And we are now, as
the hon. gentleman opposite says, secing
some of the fruits of this change, and
that part of the paragraph of the Speech
which has so often met our eyes has
been expanded and completed, and -we
are congratulated not only for the bles-
sings of & bountiful havvest, but the re-
turned prosperity, and the substuntial
development of the industries of .the
country. The next paragraph of ths
Spoech vefers to a question that has for a
long period occupied the attention of this
country.  There is, perhaps, no question

undeveloped
natural
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since the confederation of the provinces
that has occupied it more, and that has
been of more importance to the Domin-
ion at large than the question of the
Canadian Pacific Railway. When the
gantlemen who led the Government of
this country from 1867 to 1873 com-
pleted the confederation of the older pro-
vinces, they turned their attention west-
ward, and they found there a
large extent  of  country, which
vas comparatively unknown, but which
16 was believed contained that which
Va8 necessary to the completion and to the
success of the whole Dominion. They
had seen that, notwithstanding we had
abundance of good soil in the older pro-
vinces, that the ease with which the
prairie farms could be cultivated, and the
productiveness of the soil, offored attrac-
tiens to many of our young men which
they were unable to resist, and for years
some of the best blood of the country-—
the bone and sinew of the provinces—
ftad been passing over into the United
States, to find homes on that prairie land,
and help to develope that western country
and build up the wholo Union, The
census of 1870 shows that for the ten
years preceding, there had passed out of
Canada on an average, twenty-four thou-
sand of our people every year; and I am
qute satisfied that the census of this year

- of the United States will show that of
Canadian born
dunts of Canadian born subjects, there
ArO NOW in the United States, b;;tw:een
one and two illions of T-eople, most of'
}vhom but for the praie soil, or Ehe great,
tmpetus that has been given -to eu:tcrn
trade in consequence: of the deve
of that western coun trv,would bevesidents
of the D?nlixlion. Therefove, there was
:;ll.sdom In endeavoring to ascertain if
m;t bi:etzt drain upon this country could

 prairie fa‘pped, and that those who desired

teastions rm; should find the same at-
the W ur? et our own flag as exist in

estern  Seates, Therefore, the
purchase of the North-West \"’:lS’COID-

]lleted, :J:n‘-l then the Provinee of ] Sritish

Columbia was added to iy, Then the

question arose, “Iow are we to utilize

this purchase 1” and the only answer

tl.m!; could be given 10 that was by pro-

viding facilities for rapid and easy inter-

vourse with that territory, not 'only to

enable the intending settlers to reach the
Hon, M, MeLelin.

lopment,

‘mode to be adopted to secure it.

subjects, or the descen- ]
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prairie, but that the produce of their
farms might find a route to the markets
of the East. The whole people agreed
as to-tho desirability or the necessity of
having a Pacitic Railway to open u
this country, and to connect wund bind
the whole together.  Differences of

opinion, however, existed as to our

ability to meet the cost, as well as the
'.l”u'-
men, who then led the Government of
the country, proposed the plan pursued
largely in the United States, of making
the lands contribute largely to the cost
of the roads.over them. In the past
twenty yewrs the United States Gov-
ernment  has  given  over  sixty
millions of dollars money, and
200,000,000 acres of land, nainlv
for the construction of railways. The
proposition of our Government ovigin-
ally was based upon this practice of th-

in

United States: to give to any
company undertaking the work
subsidy in  money, and land. Cir-

cumstances to which we need not refer,
prevented the accomplishment of thus
policy. A change of Government took
place. The road was taken in hands by
the new Governmont, and construction
was proceeded with, and, T am sure, if w.
required any proof of the wisdom an:l
advantages of the other course, we had it
during the five years in which the rail-
way was being carried on as a govern-
ment work. Another changegof Govern-
ment has taken place, and the gentleme::
who originally movedl in this Pacifi
Railway have now the management of
i Adbering to their original plan of
construction by a company, as approved
by Parliament, they have sought for ous
cqual to the undertaking, and an-
nounce to us that they have succeeded.
The particulars of the contract are now
yet publie, but doubtless theve is a sub-
sidy of money and lauds, as originally
proposed.  The land without railways 1
of no value whatever to us, and i
by giving even a large jortion
for  the construction of a  road
which will render the whole, including
wlhat we retain, of value, then we ars
the gainers—-looking to the mero div-
posal of land—and shall have by that en-
hanced vialue more than the money por-
tion of the subsidy returned to us. Thn
whole territory,  when  held by the
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Hudson Bay Company, was to them
valugless, except as a hunting field.
In the transfer to the Dominion they
made reserves of comparatively small
portions in different localities, and now
ander the prospect of a development of
the territory, by the construction of rail-
ways and settloment, the reserves are of
more value to the company than was the
whole territory in its wild condition, and
" just so will it prove to the Dominion ;
atter the subsidy of land is set off, how-
wver large it may be, that which will re-
main to us will be, with the railway
completed, of infinitely more value than
was the whole, and, what is of incalcuable
advantage, give ready access to that vast
fertile region where our own'sons and
the immigrants who come to us may find
homes for themselves and their descen-
dants to give strength, prosperity, and
stability to the Dominion. Reference is
made in the speech to the Intercolonial
Railway, and we are told that its position
financially has been greatly improved.
My hon. friend who moves the Address
has referred to the discussions in Parlia-
snent respecting the construction of that
work, and the doubts which were ex-
pressed that it would be of any commer-
cial value to the Dominion, or ‘that it
would ever carry a barrel of flour. I
have not the returns of freight carried
over the road, but I am sure it is beyond
the anticipations of the most sahguine
friends of the line ; but whilst the traffic
was large the position in which it came
0o the hands of its present managers in
1878-9 was certainly discouraging. On
the main line the expenses overran the
receipts $716,000, and on the Prince
Edward Island road $90,000. This was
a condition of things of the utmost impor-
tance to the whole Dominion. The men of
the West had benefitted largely by the
voad in enabling them to send their
products to the Maritime Provinces, but
8 they claim to be the largest tax-
paying portion of our people it was not
plessant tq them to face an annual deficit
of over three quarters of a million in the
working of that road ; besides, this de-
- ficit was 30 great as to preclude the idea
of reduced freights on their produce to
mbet the rednctions in competing lines
south of wus for the produce of that
country to the seaboard. Eastward for
$he same reasons, as well as because we
Iton. My, McLelan.
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required increased accommodation for
trafic which we could not expect with so
large a deficit, the condition was dis-
couraging ; and I am sute it will be
gratifying to all to learn the almodt
marvellous change which has - been
brought about. So soon as the present
head of that Department ascertained its
full position, with a vigorous hand he
commenced a reduction of the expenses,
and so well has he succeeded, that whilst
the cost of 714 miles of road was in
the year preceding his management
$2,010,000, in the succeeding year,
and with the. Riviere du Loup line
added from August, making 836 miles
to work, the expenses, with this
increased mileage, were reduced to
$1,600,000, which, with an increase of
receipts, left but a small deficit, and the
present year gives every assurance thds
there will be a surplus, with the road it
splendid condition. This, I maintain, is
a matter of vital importance, both East
and West, inasmuch as so soon as the
receipts and expenditure approach »
balance, we can expect increased expen-
ditures to develop new trades aml
better meet the requirements of the old.
Having occupied so much of your time,
hon. gentlemen, I must -leave the other
paragraphs as presented by my hon,
friend, the mover of the Address, believing
with him that this hon. House will give
careful consideration to every matter
presented to it affecting the well-being
and good government of the Dominion.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT made some com-
ments on the speeehes of the mover and
seconder, and added a criticism on the
general policy of the Government.

[The above has been substituted, by Mr. Scott's
direction, for the full report of his speech.«—
SeNATE REPORTERS.]

Heno Sie ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
have listened, and I am sure the Houss
has listened, with great pleasure to the
remarks of the hon.gentleman who moved,
and the hon. gentleman who seconded, the
motiorn which is now under considera-
tion. It would be presumptuous on my
part to offer either of these gentlemen,
«who have experience equal with my own
of legislation and in parliament, congrat-
ulations upon the speeches which they
have made, but I think the House will
agrec with me that, often as we bave
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heard the duty performed, we have never
heard it done more ably, nor wishi a more

-thiorough knowledge of the subjects to be
considered by the Honse, in dealing with
the resolutions under discussion. I can
find very little fault with the remarks of
the hon. gentleman opposite (Mr. Scott).
He is always a pleasant speaker to listen
to, and though one may differ from his
conclusions, one can always see that the
intentions of my hon. friend are for the

promotion of “thut thorough under-
a:andmg and  complete  discussion
of -all  subjects hefore the House

whizh are 5o desirable and useful. The

hon, gentleman, if he ‘will allow me to
#ay 80, rather mis-states, I think, the cir-
vumstances - relating to several of the
topics which he has discussed during the
vourse of his vemarks. I will not detain
the House for many moments, but I
sha};ll refer to three of those subjects and
point ont what I mean. With reference
o the. summoning of Parliament, the
hon. gentleman assumes that it is in-
ténded to force a very important subject,
such as the Pacific Railway contract, and
the corresponding legislation, upon the
. House with undue haste, with . the idea

that Parliament shall pronounce upon it

before the holidays, or some other specific

Jperiod.  That is an assumption which
_1?0 ben. gentleman had no right to make,
Parliament has been summoned at this
tme because an early desision upon that
subject .is very desirable, but that the
Government desive to have that decision
one d.a_v, or one houyr, before' Parliament
sees fit to give it, is an assumption that
the hon. gentleman ought not, 1 think, to
have made. The holidays will come,
and when they come they will be
dealt  with, but the congideration of
the question in this House - or
in the other branch of the
;Nl}; ot necessarily terminate with the
he du)_’ﬁ.- The desire of the Government
18 t0 give the fullest opportunity for dis-
cussion. The Government is zmxuious, un-
doubtedly, to get the opinton of Parlia-
ment upon .this important measurve as
f*ﬂl'ly as possible, in opdep that the very
important steps which necessarily must
 be taken by those who are engaged in
this gigantic undertaking may be taken
in time for next season. i

.Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I understood that
Ion. Sir Alec. Comphell,

‘the
‘adopted. They have undertaken, in one

Legislature ;
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several members of the Government had
stated that if the contract was not rati-
fied by the Christmas holidays, there
would be no aljournment, except for a

day or two.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL - -
That would hot justify the assertion
which the hon. gentleman made, that the
Government wished to get this through
before the holidays, and would not give
a sufficient opportunity to - discuss
it,. That is why 1 think the
hon. gentleman, it seems to me,
somewhat distorts the facts. I was going
on tosay that the object and wish of the
Government is to get through the legis-
lation and to get the opinion of Parlia-
ment upoa this important subject as soon
as possible, in order that these very laxge
measures of prepardtion which are re-
quired for this contract may be taken at
the earliest possible date. One of the
most important i3 the arrangement for
immigration to this country, That im-
migration must take place during the
proper season of next year. Unless the
decision of Parliament can be reached at
an early date upon this measure, the
gentlemen who have this undertaking in
hand will not be able to put the large
machineiy, which they require to use, in
force in time for next summer’s opera-
tions. No such enterprise has ever been
assnmed by any body of men as will be

‘undertaken by these contractors, in case

Parliament sanctions the measures which
Government have  provisionally

word, to people half a continent. The
whole success of the enterprisa, both to
them and to the people of this coun-
try, twns upon their being able to
people all that vast territory in the
North-West, and it is in order to give
them an opportunity of beginning that
work in time next spring, so that settlers
may arrive there at the proper season of
the year—that season which is most
likely to Jead to success, and so spread a
feeling of confidence among the immi-
grants who are to follow—that Parlia-
ment has been convened at such sn earlv
date. We have no desire to press it unduly
upon their consideration, but to give su¢h
time as Parliament believes necessary for
a decision. Not only with reference to

iimmigmtion,‘lmt in regard to every-
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thing else, what an enormous under-
taking it is!  What processes must be
put in force for the purpose of trying to
carry it out successfully ; what contracts
to be made ; what constructions to be
undertaken ; what arrangements for ship-
ments here, arrangements for supplies,
and a thousand other things u company
of that kind has to commence, in order to
begin such a gigantic operation in a suthi-
ciently early yeriod next spring to assure
the country that the season of
1831 will be one which will mark
progress in this enormous under-
taking. These are the considerations
which have induced the Government to
summon Parliament so early. It will
be the most important season of any that
will oscur during the progress of the
work, because a great deal will turn
upon the experiences of the first bands
of emigrants who enter the country, and
whose reports will influence all who fol-
low the pioneer band to this country.
These ure the reasons which induced the
Government to summon Parliament, and
every business man on either side of the
House will say that they are sufficient
to justify the Government in having
asked Parliament to come together
ut what some may consider an
inconvenient period, (though I hope
it will not prove so to 1many,)
to give their assistance to the Govern-

went in considering the measures which,

will be submitted to Puarliament. My
hon. friend criticized the Government be-
cause they did not take the public into
their confidence. It secms to me that
the Government have taken the right
course. They have scized the earliest
opportunity to take the represeritatives
«f the people into their confidence. It is
through Parliament that the Government

has to deal with the people of the country.

It would not have been becoming to have
allowed & matter of such importance to
go to the public through the press before
submitting it to Parliament, especially
when Parliament has been summoned as
quickly as possible for the special pur-
pose of hearing and considering the de.
tails of the contract. It did not scem to
the Government that is would have Lren
proper to furestall the deliberations of
Parliament aud to give this informa-
tion to the press in the .manuer that
the hon. gentleman has suggested. 1
Hon. Str dlex. Camplell.

[SENATE.]
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think botls Houses of Parlianrent witi
see that in pursuing that course' the
Governument have treated them with
proper vrespect. The hon. gentlemad

eriticized that paragraph which alludés

to the progress made in the construc:
tion of the railwayin the North-West,
and says that in the Speech of last year
the 100 miles to be constructed west of
Winnipeg wers referred to, and that the
section was to have been completed “ in
a short time,” and he seems to think that
it is not yet built; but the railway has
been built as far as Portage la Praivie,
and the locomotive is likely to run over
the whole section to which he refers
during the present month, so that iny
hon. friend has not full information on
that subject. He attribates the delay
to the work having been undertaken by
the Government. The truthis, the delay
was due to the fact that the work was
undertaken by a contractor and not ¢ae-
ried out by him. The contractor (M.
Ryan, I believe), for the first 100 miles
west of Winnipeg, met with great diffi-
cultics. Tt was a wet season. He was
witlrout resources to carry on his con-
tract, and the Go vernment, after some
delay, took it out of his hands. Tt wax
only in that way that the Government
assumed the work. The section will be
completed during the course of “tha
month. My hon. friend criticizes the
Commisston for the Civil Service, and.
the evidenco which is being taken before
that Conmnission, and thinks that the
members  of the Clovernment might
themselves have arrived at better con-
clusions than the Commission. It is a.
ditlicult matter for members of the Gov-
ernment to consider such a subject, und
to devote to it the necessaly time and
attention, and there is this advantage
attending the Commission—you are er-
abled to bring to the consideration of the
subject minds outside of the Goverr-
ment, which is & very valuable thing.
We hpve on the Commission a gentle-
man who has heen long conneeted with
commerce in Ontario, and who has had
large experience in the employment of
men, and is, therefore, fit to form an opin-
ion on the question of the Civil Service.
We have also a gentleman connected
with banking in Quebec, who has had
large experience in the cemployment of
mwea, These two gentlemen, therefore,
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bring a very valuable experience to the
consideration of this subject, which
members of the Government could not
bring, and one which will be found, I
think, very useful. Members of the
Governwment are to0 apt, as they seo
things going on from day to day, and
week to week, and year to year, to think
snothing more can be done with the ser-
viee. It is there and doing pretty well,.
and .members of the Government see
nothing outside of it. But those gentle-
men  come with fresh experience and
different ideas, and bring experience
which the members of the Government
cannot have. The higher branches of
ﬂle Civil Service are also represented.
There are two or three deputy heads, and
gentlemen who are subordinate officers.
It seems to me that a commission,

composed ax this is, is probably
the  best tribunal to which you
could  submit such a  question.
Then,

en. my hon, friend criticizes the ex-
amining of officers of the departments.
',.l‘hat’ was done in a spirit of fairness.
The junior officers of each Department
3{=1ve, of course, their views as to promo-
tion, augmentation of salaries, hours of
duty, their relative positions, and all
@hag kind of thing, and the object in
calling them was that, those views and
feelings and wishes might have fair re-
presentation. 1t is right and proper
«;l{at. it should be done. ~ Of course, the
- Livil Servios, Commission, when they
wake their report, if that report should
be adopted by the Government and sane-
tioned by Parliament, will govern  the
future of those young men, and regalate
the steps by which they shall rise in the
servi_ce and have their salaries increased,

- aud it was but fair that they should have
the opportunity of representing their
Views and wishes to the Commission.
Wwas very glad to hear my hon. friend's
-remarks about the Indians. The in-
creaged distress among them is deplor-
;n.ble. Whether we shall be able to
spread Jmong  them a  knowledge
of farming and 4 desive to  till
the soil, is . doubtful, but every
exertion 18 being made to accomplish
that result, by men who are s likely to
. succeed as any we could choose. I can-
not give any statement as to the pro-
gress that has been made. But these
efforts are probably the only way the

Hon. Str Alex. Camphbell, ’

[Drczwser 10, 1880.]

Address. 13
Governmweut can accomplish anything.
There are some Indians who are more
likely to endure the hardship of work,

and more willing to work than others.
The distances are so great in that, coun-
try that one can hardly appreciate what
is to be done unless one refers to them.
The Indians it is proposed to deal with
in this direction are some seven hundred
miles from the work to be carried on.
It is proposed to try an experiment
with them, and to try to bring them

to toil for their livelihood as
white men do. We hope to suc
ceed in that way, At all events,

everything is being done that can be
done, Into that vexed question, as to
whom or to what cause the increased
prosperity i3 due, I dislike to enter at
length. It is like the money question
which our former colleagne, Mr. Wilmot,
used to discuss—it is difficult to arrive
at conclusions. My hon. friend (Mr.
Scott) thinks that nothing is due to the
National Policy.  Neither the hon.
gentleman who moved, nor the hon.
gentleman who seconded, the Address,
said that everything was due to the
National Policy ; they only said that it
contributed to the returning prosperity
of the country. I do not know how my
hon. friend (Mr. Scott) gets over this
fact, as pointed out by my hon. friend
who moved the Address: There was a
good harvest during the time of the late
Government, they had not the National
Policy, and prosperity did not return.
These are three distinct positions which
my hon. friend cannot contravert.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—There was no
‘lpmsperity in the United States either.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL —
Still, it is quite reasonable to believe
that a portion of it, at all events,
(nobody says the whole of it) iy
due to the. National Policy. The
hon. gentleman says that some people
may have benefitted to some extent who
owned cotton mills and sugar refineries,
but the general public has not. The
advantage to the general public, it seems
to me, is-this: it bhas brought about
prosperity to such an extent as to enable
people to buy cotton and sugar ; but there
is not only that to be said, but in parts
of the country where there are no cotton
manufuctories and no sugar refineries
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prosperity has returned. The hon. gen
tleman allndes only to ' these two
industries. I happened to be in Toronto
during an election which oé¢urred there
not long since, in the western part of the
city, where there are a great many
manufactures, and where the constituency
is really controlled by the workingmen
who are engaged in manufactures, and,
as far as we could judge by the votes of
those men and the result of the election,
their views do not coincide with those of
my hon. friend ; they believe that some-

* thing was to be attributed to the Govern-

mentand the National Policy,because those
men, who control a large constituency,
returned a gentleman, by a large ma-
jority, to support the Government und

the Nationul Policy.” There is no sngar

or cotton manufictured in West Toronto.
‘They have other general industries, iron,
wool and wool. Having industries of
that chavacter, there is an instance in
which a large, intelligent and represen-
tative population showed that they, at

all events, believed that & portion of the

prosperity was attributable to the
National Policy, at least suflicient to
induce them to support the GGovernment,
and that we cousidered was very satis-
factory evidence. I am glad that my
bon. friend did not go into the matter a
greater length than he did, becanse
really the House is not asked to pro-
nounce upon that paragraph of the Ad
dress. Tt is directed to the Houase of
Coramons, but the hon. gentleman, hear-
ing the vemarks of the mover and
seconder of the Address, naturally re-
ferred to the subject also, and 1 have
followed him a little merely to show
that we believe,-at all events, a little of
this prosperity is dne to us—and we
have evidence of it, not only in the
election to which I have referréd, but
also others that have taken place—strong
evidence to show that the public believe
that some portion of the prosperity, at
all events, is due to the exertions ot the
present Government, whom they are
ready and anxious tc support in the
course it has pursued in this respect.

Hon. Mr. POWER--I am perfectly
aware that the House is anxious to
dispose of this matter assoon as possible,
but I think that there are other duties
which members must recognize, besides

Ilon. Sir Alex. Campbell.
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the duties which they owe to the Honse.
During the debate on the Address in
reply to the Speech from the Throne, &t
the opening of Parliament, is the time
when the Government, to a ocertain
extent, come up for judgment. They
are supposed to tell us in the Speech the
printipal things that they have done
during the recess, and they also tell us

‘what they propose to do during the

session ; and there is usually a better
opportunity to discuss the general policy
of the Government and the condition of
the country then than at almost any
other time when members are tied down
to resolutions which are actually before
the House, or where a member gives
notice of motion and has to confine him-
selt to the subject of that motion. ¥
shall venture to ask the attention of the
House for & little whilein going over the
paragraphs of the Speech as briefly as
possible. In the congratulation on the
bountiful harvest, of course, we all join
most cordially, but I think it would have
been just as wise, perhaps, if the gentle-
man who moved the Address, and the
gentleman who - seconded the mo-
tion, had confined ' themselves to
that, and had not gone on to talk
of the effect upon our prosperity
of the policy tht was adopted two years
ago. The lion. leader of the Opposition, -
T think, showed most clearly and satis-
factorily, that the National Policy had
nothing to do with the prosperity which
has resurned to the Upper Provinces.
Coming  trom the Province of Nova
Beoti, and particularly from the eity of”
Halifux, I can state, with reference to
that city, without the slightest fear of
contradiction, that the prosperity which
has been spoken of has not come back
there. The fact is, that the city of
Halifax is as little prosperous at the
present day as at almost any time withir
the last half century; aud I regret to
suy, too, that those who are best qualiti-
ed to judge as to the future of that eity,
do not think that there is a prospect of
any very early improvement. I shall
have occasion to call the attention of the
House, in a little while, to the views ex-
pressed on that subject by some of the
most promhinent business men in the
city, men who have cordially supported
the present Government. What is true
of Halifux, 1 think, is true to the same
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extent,.or almost to the same extent, of
St. Jobn, New Brunswick; and 1 do not
hesitate to say that, to-day, if any man
of ‘sufficient ability were to devote him-
self to a repeal agitation in the three
Lower Provinces, no more popular policy
could bz advocated, and at the expira-
tion of a year'’s agitation, if a vote were
taken, I believe that certainly not less
than four-fifths of the population would
vote for a repeal of the present Union.
I am not speaking as a party man, but

leading Conservatives in the Lower
Provinces as well ay by those who oppose
the Government. The emigation from
the Province of Nova Scotis and from
Prince Edward Jsland has havdly ever
been greater than it is to-day, and I
helieve the same is true of the Irovince
of New Brnuswick ; and the regretable
feature of it is that that emigration is
nob  directed to our own North-

est or to the Upper Proviness,
but is almost altogether to the United
States, a portion to the Eastorn States,
and a great proportion to the North-
Pestern States, which enter into compe-
tition with owr own new territory. I
{ think this state of things in the Mari-
time Provinces isa subject of gret regret
and I_, for one, coming from one of those
Pr?vmceg, cannot very cordially join in
the congratulations ou the return of
commercial . progperity and our general
happiness. “Che next pavagraph deals
- with the proposed mode of constructing
the Canailian Pacific Railway. 1 quite
concur in everything that has been said
on that subject by the leader of the Op-
position.  Theve are' just two or three
remarks of my own which I should like
to add.  The third paragraph says:
“Three of my Ministers therefore pro-
eeedml to England for the purpose of
carrying, on negotiations to that end.”
Now, hon. geatlemen, it seems to me
that that little trip—although I have no
doubt it was a very “delightful thing for
the hon. gentlemen who enjoyed it —was
altogether unnecessary, and was a useless
expense, because it does not appear that
the negotiations were brought to any
thing like » head in England. ¢ The lead-
ing members of the Syndicate with whom
the business has been transacted
are not Kuglish or Countinental, but
Canadiang  and  Awmervicans, and  the

Hon. M. Porwer,

[Drceuskr 10, 1880.]

Address. 15

actual bnsiness of arvanging the terms:
for the construction of the railway have
been wmade since the return of those
Ministers to this country. The circum-
stances are strongly in favor of this view
of the case. If it is true that these ar-
tangements were made in England
wonths ago, why is it that, notwith-
standing the great anxiety which the
Government express that they should be
ratified at onc® Parliament is summoned

: Ml 1{ to do 8o only tv-day ? If the work was
sitaply giving the opinion expressed by’

done months ago in England, Parliament
should have been summoned at an ear-
lier date to ratify the contract, and allow
the Syndicate to make the necessary pre-
parations for going on with their work.
It is only a year ago that Parlisment
was called upon, just because this coun-
try had so muzh business to do in Bng-
land, to pass an Act to provide for the
appointment of a representutive in Lon-
don. This gentleman was selected, [
presume, on account of his great ability,
pacticularly in dealing with large finan-
cial and bLusiness matters. His salary
was made very large, and it was poder-
stood and declared that his appointment
was to render unnecessary those period-
icul visits of detachments of the Cabinet
to the other side of the Atlantic. I
think it is regretable that, the very first
year after tho appointmeut of this
highly salaried official, three Ministers
bad to go over at large expense, and this
plenipotentiary was, apparvently, found to
be of no wse whatever., How much
bettor, off is the country for the appoint-
ment of that plenipotentiary last year?
There is one other point in connection
with this matter of the Syndicate and
the summoning of Parliament, which, I
think, has not been put altogether as it
should be by the hon. kaight who leads
the Government. He takes the ground
that the Government wish to give the
fullest opportunity to discuss this ques-
tion ; and, as 1 reason why the terms of
this contraet have not been made known
to the public, he says, as I undersiand
it, that he thinks that that course would
he disrespectful to Parliament. Now, I

| do not think the Government always

show such respect for the feelings of
Parlinment. 1t seems to me that it was
oxﬂy last year, just on Yhe eve of the
meeting of Pavliament, that the Govern-
ment eateved into contracts for the con-
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atructionof the British Columbia sections
of the Canadian Pacific Railway. It
struck me at the time that it was show-
ing a great want of respect for the feel-
ings and wishes of Parliament. T pre-
~ume that the lion. leader of the Govern-
spent in this House is quite sincere in
what he says; but I cannot feel the
sreatest confidence in the respect which
she (lovernment now assume to feel for
the feelings of Parliament. This is a
sjuestion of too much importance to be
regulated by etiquette. This Pacific
Railway, as every hon. gentleman who
Las spoken has said, is the most import-
ant subject with which this country has
to deal. This undertaking has been a
Xind of wmillstoiie around our necks for
she last eight years, and we are now
proposing to finally dispose of iv. It
séems to me that it is a question on
which, not Parliament alone, but the
people, have a right to be fully inform-
od, because, after all, Parliament is to
be respected chiefly because it represents
the people at large, and, separated from
the people, Parliament has nb particular
title to any large share of respect. Now,
it is perfectly clear that when a matter
which is to affect the future of our
people for a great many years has to be
dealt with, the people ought to have an
opportunity to exercise their intelligence
and their reason in dealing with it ; and,
I think, that there is no excuse what-
ever for the Government’s refusal to
make known the terms of this agreement
to the people as soon as the agreement
was arrived at.  If that had been done
then the members of Parliament would
have had time, Lefore coming here, to
think over the matter, and gather the
opinions of their constituents and of the
public at large on the subject, and be
enabled to deal with the matter as it

ghondd be dealt with. We are
now  going to deal with this
most  important  subject in  a
precipitate manner, and w ith  the

Jeast possible time for reflection and dis-
cussion. There was one statement made
by the hon. gentleman who moved the
Address, and repeated by the leader of
the Government, that there had been
good havvests under the previous Ad-
ministration, and prosperity did not fol-
low ; but I think that has been quite
satisfactorily disposed of by the leader of
Hon. Mr. Power.
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the Opposition, who said that there hap-
pened in this present instance’to be' a
failure of the harvest in Europe, com-
bined with a good harvest here. 1 should
like to ask, if the National Policy has
had so much to do with our prosperity,
how it was that during a portion of the
Conservative Administration which be-
gan in 1867 and ended in 1873, the
country enjoyed almost unexampled pros-
perity without a National Policy, and
how was it that the gentleman who is
now Finance Minister of this country,
and who then occupied the same position,
was able in 1873, in his Budget speech
ot thut session, to indulge in snticipa-
tions which were even more glowing
than those which he indulges in to-day?
There are one or two paragraphs which I
shall pass over for the present. We
should all agree in thinking that it is
well to have the boundaries of Manitoba
extended a little further than they ex-
tend at present. His Excellency has told
us that he has thought it well to issue'a
Royal Commission to examine and in-
quire into the whole question of the
Civil Service. I am very glad, indeed,
that the Government have undertaken
to deal with this matter, and I cannot
agree with the hon, gentlemen who think
that the Government themselves shoulid
have acted as Commissioners. I think
there is a great deal of force in the
views expressed by the leader of the
Government. T regret this fact, though,
and I think all the members of this
House who are anxious to see Civil Ser-
vice reform will also, that whereas last
session His Excellency told Parliament
that a Bill for the improvement of the
Civil Service would be laid before them
that year, this session the Govetsment
do not put any such promise in His
Excellency’s mouth. They simply make
him say that he believes that the report
of the Commissioners will be ready at an
early day, and asks us to consider their
report.  The paragraph does not indicate
that there is to be any action on the part
of the Government at all. But 1
think it must have struck some hon.
gentlemen as being a remarkable omis-
sion that, while two paragraphs are
devoted to this Civil Service Com-
mission, nothing whatever is said of
another Commission which, I think,
has excited a great deal more in-
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ierest in the country than the Civil Ser-
vice Commission- -that is, the Commis-
sign appointed to investigate the state of
affaivs in connection with the Pacific
Railway. T think it is a remarkable
and regretable circumstance that the
Speech does not say anything about that.
Porsibly, the report of these Commission-
ers is not as pleasing a document to be
read by the friends of the Government
as the report of the Civil Service Com-
mission. There is another omission in
the Speech that strikes foreibly anyone
who had read the Speech of lasc Qezlr,
and that is, that whereas His Excellency
f.hen. 8poke of anticipating a very Im‘glﬁ
tmmigration into this country, particu-
larly into the North-West, nothing at all
38 8aid in the Speech which is now befote
us of the expected immigration having
taken place.” As far as T am able to
leam_ from the meuns of information at
my du;pom‘, th: Guvernment have been
}»n;‘q{'tunr.cte in their prophecies as to the
immigration into the North-West. I
only_hope that their prophecies of suc-
0¢88 in other directions contained in the
Spoeech of this session will not be 53 mis.
taken as their prophecy in relation to the
immigration of last year. The last part
of the Speech promises that several
Ineasures of importance will be submit-
ted to us, and amongst others, one for
tho revision and consolidation of the
laws.xfela.tmg Yo Government Railways.
I thiok -that the plan adopted by the
G9vemmex‘1t last year and the vear before
with reference to amendments of exist-
ing laws is a very objeetionable one.
The Government propose to make, per-
ha.[zs, half a dozen alterations in a Statute
which covers forty pages, and instead of
bringing down a short measure contain-
lag the alterations which they propose to
wake, and which everyone could under-
stand at a glance, they bring down the
whole Statute reprinted with the altera-
tlons inserted, and {he consequence is
that changes of some hportance in that
way escape the notice of Parliament, I
tl}mk 1t would be very muclh bettorif the
Government would simply give us the

changes which they require to make, and
when they com

" e to consolidate the

Statutes of the Dominion, which I

hope they will do bLefore long, then

the different laws upon each subject can

be eonsolidated. Now is the time for
Hon. Mr. I'ower,
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members of this House to assert their
right to be heurd in legislation. Last
year we hiad the wavmest friends of the
Government, at the close of the session, -
protesting ugainst the manner in which
they were compelled to swallow very
important mzasures without an oppor-
tunity of masticating or digesting them.
I hope the Housé will assert their
dignity this session, cven at the risk of
rejecting measures of consequence to the‘
Governinent.  In acting as they have
done the last two years, the Government
have been putting the very strougest
argument into the mouths of those
gentlemen thronghout the country who
think that our House is simply a useless
picce of legislative furniture, I think it
is the duaty of every hon. gentleman to
insist that, daring this session, we shall
have ample time to discuss all important:
measires. Thel‘e are one or two pam'
graphs of the Speech which particularly
affect the section of thecountry from which
I come. Coming, as I do, from the city
of Halifax, T do not feel thas I would be
justified if I allowed the paragraph in
relation to the Intercolonial Railway to
pass ‘without a few remarks. It will be
remembered that last year there was a
great deal of discussion in this House,
and in the other House, as to the
economy of the Governient in their
management of the Intercolonial. I am
pleased to be able to say that, I think—
probably in some wmeasure owing to the
discussions which tuok place last year—
the economy on that railroad this year
has not been so great as during the year
before, and consequently that road is in
decidedly better condition than it was
twelve months ago. I think that every
gentleman who has travelled over the
road will concur in this, and it is only
fair to the (lovernment to make that
statement. | am always ready to find
fault with them when I think they
desecve it ; and it is gratifying to see that
they are s)motimos willing to take a
suggestion even from the members of the
Opposition. That is true of the Inter-
colonial Railway ; but, on the other hand,
1 regret to say that economy on the Prince
Edward Island Railway has continued

-too long, and that the road has lately

become unsafe to travel on. The proba-
bilitics are that during the coming year
the Government will be compelled to

DA
-
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adopt a less economical mode of inanag-
ing that road also. Thereare one or two
fucts in connection with the Intercolonial
Railway which, I think, deserve the
attention of the House and of the Gov-
ernment. [ know it is the opinion of
business men in the Lower Provinces
that the business of the Intercolonial
Railway is not likely to increase. Dur-
ing the past three or four years the mail
steamers coming out from England have
landed almost the whole of the freight
intended for the Upper Provinces at
Halifax. At the beginning of the pre-
sent winter that system was altered, and
almost the whole of the freight which
comes from Europe for the Upper Pro-
vinces is landed at Boston, instead of at
our own port. The carriage of this
freight was one of the most important
sources of revenue to th3 Intercolonial
Railway, and it has been almost com-
pletely withdrawn.  Another fact which
will operate against the future success of
the Intercolonial is that a number of
enterprising gentlemen in the Province
of New Brunswick, combining with some
géntlemen in the Upper Provinces, are
about completing a railway which will
lead directly from the City of St. John,
up by the St. John River, and across to a
point on the St. Lawrence,a short distance
below Quebee, and this roadv when com-
pleted, will undoubtedly intercept and
take away a great deal of freight tratfic
of the Intercolonial. 1t does not seem to
me that the Intercolonial Railway has
fulfilled "the purposes for which it was
constructed. It was not expected, I
think, at the time when the road was
built, that it would do much more than
pay. its working expeunses. 1t was not
expected that the revenne and expendi-
ture would be balanced at all, but it was
expected that this road would be a very
great commercialadvantage to the Lower
Provinces particolarly, and to the Upper

Provinces in a less degree. These. ex-
pectations, , however, have mnot been
realized at all, and I think, under the

civcumstances, the- Government can
hardly ask us to congratulate them on
having made the revenue and expendi-
ture of this railway to almest balance.
T am speaking in a rather decided tone

on this matter; but in order to show |

that I am not speaking as a partizan,
and that what I have said is not unreli-
Hon. Mr. Power.

[SENATE.]

Addd rexs.

able, I should wish to call attention to &
few passages out of a number of speeches
which were made the other day in the

city of falifax, at .a meeting called to

consider the question of the winter port,
and I shall take care to quote only
from the speeches of gentlemen who are
a5 the sametime prominent and energetic
merchants and strong supporters of the
present  Administration.  The  first:
speech I shall quote from is that of Mr.
W. J. Stairs, who is a strong supporter
of the National Policy, and, at the
bresent time, of tha Government. He
says, speaking Lo a resolution that the
muail subsidy should be paid only to such
a company as wonld make its termmal
po.ts within the Dominion :—

“ He (the P. M. General) might say that it
must be an advantage to the mml countractor,
to be open to use hls steamers freely by going .
beyond the port of discharge. But the Minis-
ter of Railways may be supposed to meet the
Postmaster-General's views by requiring the
solution of the question by actual experiment,
Sir Charles Tupper will argue that the country
bas a well-equipped railway of its own, under
the management of which he bas to show a.
good account, and that he cannot be a party to
the subsidizing of mail steamer lines which do
not, in the transport of goods for Canada, hold
themselves as part and parcel of the Interco-
loniul line. He will contend that, provided.
the cost of transport over the railways.
of the Dominion wunder his charge
is shown to be greater than over
the railways of a foreign country, he is bound
to demand the trade for his owa lines. He
can show that time of transport, ag well as
rate of carriage, is as favorable for Western’
bound guod», landed at the Canadian winter
ports, as if landed at an American winter
port. He can show that lessening the quan-
tity of goods forwarded makes it more difficult
for him to make a profitable use of the coun-
try's railroads. Increasing the quautity for-
warded will enable him—if not to carry at
lower rates, to carry with a better return of
profit for the department under his care, And
further, he can say it is his wish to foscer and
force an outward trade, which he cannot do
unless he is well supported by the Government
and country. The extra mail subsidy, if re
quired, will i€ not be fairly met by the in-
creased railway earning, which it is spent te
secure? If money goes out of the pocket of
the Postmaster-General, will it not be refanded
to the Department of Railways?”

Mr. Bremner, another prominent Con-
servative, says that thesz are the things
that the Government should do in order
to make the Tailway what it ought vo be :

«1st. A grain clevator, and every suitable
accommuodation, at Richmond, or, in other
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words, that the cquipment of the L.C.R. be
comp'eted.

¢2nd. That any line of steamers subsidized
by Government shall bave its terminus at a
Dominion port.

¢ 3rd. Thet, for the purpose of making the
1.C:R. available for the ubject for which it was
built, the Government shall arrange freights
with other railvoad lines and steamboats, and
grant through rates of freight on as favorable
terms as by other routes, and that they shall
employ sharp business men as- freight agents
atb the principal grain depots of the West."

In other words, Mr. Bremncr thinks
that the Government should act as any
Company owniug a railway would act in
order to secure business for their voad.
Farther on, this gentleman adds :—

“ Why should we pay over $126,000 per an-
num to & line of steamers to help to build up
theé cities of a fore’gn country?  What would
the Montreal people say if. during the summer
months, the Allan line of stesmers, instead of
making Montreal its terminus, were to pass on
to Ogdensbury,in the United States (if it were
possible for such steamers to do §0), and only
call at Montreal for the. mails on the way
down the river ? How long would that be
tolvmted.if And yet this is exactly the way
that Halitax is treated by the All+n steamers.
If th.at line were oblived to make Halifax its
teyminus during the winter months (and, if
they would not, there would be no difficulty in
finding a line that would), with proper ship-
pog facilities and arrangemeunts, all the diffi-
culties about the winter port would be ended.”

Mr. Bremner concludes as follows :—

“1Ia it creditable to this Dominion that we
are indebted to a foreign country for an outlet
to the sew, for our surplus products 2 Wasit for
thia that we entered Confederation? Have
we no national aspirations ? He thought that
wo had higher aiws, and were not coatent to
romain commercially dependencies of the
United States. The object which we aim at
i a.lso in strict accordance with the protective
policy of the Government, and he thought in
# €uw years, if attained, it would render the
railway much more remunerative than it is at
i'ﬂ;ﬂem.\ ‘We also have lately had very plain
«iv dence that, if the railway do not secuie the
‘0":,‘ reight, it will not only not increase its
up freight, but will lose a great portion of
what ithitherto has had. But, evenifitdid not
bay directly, would not the indirect benefits to
the country bs large 7  Suppuse that what we
::Enwouflsd necess%at; greter outlay than re-

8. Suppose it should
to lower rates still mo: ve Jound necossary

| re, do w k fi -
thing unreasonable 2 Do we g:u:ble lg;cgzge
the oanals of the West are operated not on

‘commercial principles’ as regards tolls, but

with & view to the devclopment of the coun.

try1 Have we objected to the millions now

boing. spent on these canals withoutthe slight-

et expectation of direct returns? With regard,
Ilon. Mr. Power.
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also, to the expenditure on the Pacific Rail-
way, how are we to derive any benefit from
that expenditure, or from the road when built,
unless by the opertating of the LC.R. in the
manner which we are advocating? The I.C.R.
is, or, rather, should be, our great national
highway, and ought to be operated, not on
tcommercial principles,’ but in such a manner
as will realize the great national purposes for
which it was built. We havearight to expect
this, and should be satisfied with nothing
less.”

Then 1 shall quote n few words from
the speech of Mr. Thos, E. Kenny—son
of the gentleman who was a member of
the former Conservative Administration
of Canada, and a member of this House
——one of the most influential snpporters
of the present Government in the Lower
Provinces. Mr. Kenuy moved the fol-
lowing resolution :—

¢ YW hereas, The Intercolonial Railway hasnot
yet fulfilled the promise mdde previous toCon-
federation, that Halifax would by it 'be made

the winter shipping port of the Dominion;
and, N

«JV hereas, The necessary terminal facilities for
making it so are still withheld;

« Therefore be it Resolved, That this meeting
requests our representatives in the Dominion
Parliament to urge upon the Government the
necessity of at once erecting a grain elevator
and completing such other terminal facilities as
may be required at this port; and also of mak-
ing such freight arrangements as will secure for
the Intercolonial Railway a fair share of the
carrying trade of this Dominion both to and
from the Atlantic scaboard.”

Referring to the resolution, after some

‘preliminary remarks, he said :—

“«Que is reminded of that interesting period
in the history of this country when, thirteen
years ago, the people were discussing the great
question of the union of the four Provinces of
Ontario, Quebec, New Brunswick and Nova
Scotia under one government, and when the
advocates of that measure were wont to portray,
in ¢loquent terms, the great advantages which
a railway system passing through all those
Provinces, and terminating at this port, would
be, not alone to the city of Halifax, but also to
the whole Province of Nova Scotia. Not only
was the Intercolonial Railroad to be the great
natjonal highway, but, on the completion of it,
we were Jed to believe that at certain seasons
the exports of the” Western Provinces would
pass over it for shipment hence to Europe. He
had listened with delight and enthusiasm to
the enunciation of those ideas, and cheered
them to the echo, and he felt assured that the
gentleman who made these statements had at
that time the implicit faith in them that he
had; but he regretted now to have to say, in
the words of our resolution, that as yet, those
predictions have not beep fulfilled, and cannot
7~
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be, till the Intercolonial Railway bas the same
. terminal facilities as every other milroad in
America.”

A little further on he adds :—

“«Without grain elevators and other necessary
terminal facilities we can never have an export
trade, and for an example of this we have only
to look to the neighboring port of Boston.”

Mr. J. 8. McLean, also a very prominent

member of the Counservative party, spoke

to the same resolution.  Referring to the
. promises made at the timo of Confedera-
_tion, he said :—

« It was then supposed that Halifux was to
hold the key to the trade of the whole Domin-
ion. He had supported that scheme in such a
hope because he believed it would be to the
advantage ot Halifax and himself in hisbusiness
as well.”

Somewhat later in his speech he used
the following language :(— .

#'We have been told by our Upper Province
friends that we are asking too much—that we
‘are in fact asking to have tho food put in our
mouths. This was not true. The Intercolo-
nial was one of the terms of union, and the In-
tercolonial was not a finished road without a
grain elevator at its terminal port (applause).
In the case of Boston cited by Mr. Kenny, the
elevators erccted there had not been erected by
the morchants of Boston, he believed, but by
the railway companics that made Boston their
terminus. The Government should do the
same for Halifax, not only in our interest, but
in their own as well. The Intercolonial was
not a commercial, but a national undertaking.
He was informed on good authority that this
year it would show a surplus over expenses of
$25,000. This should encourage the Govern-
ment to go on and develop its trade, and there
was no way they could better do that than in
the way proposed. A line of steamers once
established between Halifax and England, it
would have any amount of feeders, and he be-
lieved any amount of freight. At present the
Lower Provinces were practically without any
proper facilities for export trade with Europe.”

f know I have been a little tedious in
wy remarks, but this is a matter of very
great moment to the Province and city
from wliich I come. There were several
other speeches made at the meeting to
which 1 have referred, some of themn by
gentlemen whose political views are the
‘same as my own ; but L have quoted only
from speeches of prominent Conservatives
as they appear reported in the Conserva-
tive organ at Halifax. The lunguageof the
speakers as reported in the Liberal paper
is still stronger. I do not propose to
add anything to what those gentlemen
have said in connection with this matter
Hon. My. Dower.
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ag it is ous which they understand a
great deal better than I do ; but there is
one othier subject in conuection with the
railway to which I wish to call atten-
tion. Before doing so, I wish to remind
the House, that in January, 1878, Sir
John Macdonald wrote a letter, which 1
had the honor to quote to this House
last year, in which he insisted that it
was the duty of the Government to make
Halifax the winter port of the Dominion,
and if they did not do that they should
be called to account for it by their con-
stituents. Now, I do not suppose that
the right hon. gentleman who leads the
Government now, and who thought it
was the duty of the Liberal Government
to carry out this project, meant to eonfine
that duty to a Liberal Governinent alone,
or that he has changed bis mind ; and I
hope he will take such steps as are
necessary to carry out what Le believes
to be the duty of the Government. His
expressions in this connection were more
than endorsed by the present Minister of
Railways, and, if they only do now
what they then said it was the duty of
the Government to do, we shall have
what we want. Last year I called atten-
tion to the absence of trafficarrangements
between the Iutercolonial and North
Shore Railways. Now I am happy to
say that since that time arrangements
have been made by which passengers can
be ticketed through, but no arrange-
ments bave been made with reference to
freight. T hope that before the next
session’s business beging Government
will make some arrangements for the
transfer of freight also. There has
always been very great complaint in
the Lower Provinces as to the delay and
expense in getting freight down from the
Upper Provinces, and vice versa. I have
understood that this delay and expense
have arisen in a great measure from the
Grand Trunk Railway ; and if the Gov-
erntent were able to use the  North
Shore Railway in counnection with their
own road, as well as the Grand Trunk, T
have no doubt the delay and expense
would bo very greatly diminished. There
is one other paragraph in the Speech,
which T shall call attention to very
briefly - — ‘ A
“T have the gratification of informing you

that Her Majesty's Government has gener-
onsly presented to Canada, for training_‘school
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purposes, the steam corveite Charybdis, lately
returned from rervice in the Chinese seas,

ete.”

Wo have reuson to be gratified at the
presentation of this corvette to the
Dominion ; and the only question which
suggests itself to my mind is, as to the
location of the training ship. There was
& rumor current some iime ago, that
this ship was to be located at St. John.
Now; do not wish to say a word
against St. John, but I think that any-
one who knows snything of the two
harbors', of St. John and Halifax, will
not hesitate for a moment in saying that

the proper place for the training ship is ]

in the harbor of Halifax.
Houn. Mr. CHAPAIS—Quebec.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I feel that I have
trespassed at an almost unconscionuble

Jength on the time of the House ; but I

feel at the same time that I have done
ne more than my dwy, and I regret
thas, owing to want of time and ability,
my remarks have nots been' what the
occasion called for,

- Hon. Mr. MILLER T rarely trouble
Phe House on an occasion such as this—
in fact, I do not remember that I have
ever taken part in the debate on the Ad-
dress in veply to the Speech from the
Throne, Perhaps this is partly due to
in excessive feeling of modesty on my
part, but it iz chiefly owing to'my obser-
vanoe of the wholesome rule which pre-
vails in the lmperial Parliament, which
nllcws;the mover and seconder to place
the views they represent before either
House, and confines, as « general fule,
the.remw‘ks which are made on such oc-
casiony to the leader of the Opposition,
and the leader of the Government in
reply to him, and a few of the most
}1P°mment members of Parliament. 1
w’g: Otll:'ays considered that pratice a
e , and, therefore, T have seldom,
. ) Venture(l,' myself, although not a
: oung member of tho House, to trespass
ab any great length on the patience of
hon. gontlemen in debates on the Ad-
dress. I think the English rule is a safe
aad salutary one, becanse, where a mem-
ber- ventures to travel outside of the
topics of the Address, he takes the
House by surprise, and places those who
. may not be ready to reply on the spur of

the moment, at a disadvantage.  After

Hon. 3r. Power. °
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the speech of the Senator from Halifax,
I am not willing to follow my usual
practice and remain silent on the motion
before the Senate. I listened with infi-
nite pleasure to the able and cloquent
speeches of both of the hon. gentlemen
—the mover and seconder of the Address
—to-day, and can only reiterate the re-
marks which fell from the bon. the leader
of the House that it wonld be presump-
tion on my part, even’ more than on his,
to pay a compliment to those gentlemen
on the manner in which they discharged

the duties devolving upon them. I can
only say it was what might have been
expected from gentlemen who have taken
so prominent a part in public affuirs for
many years, and fully reslized all that
| their great ability led us to expect from
.them. I listened also with pleasure to
the able and moderate speech, from his
standpoint, of the leader of the Opposi-
tion, and X felt that it was strongly in
favor of the paragraphs in the Address,
with one exception—its reference 1o the
National Policy. The hon. gentleman
could not but feel that the Government
had presented to the House and country
a hill of tare whick was Ly no iweans
meagre or unsatisfactory ; a bill ot fire
which was very different from those dis-
mal exhibitions which it was the misfor-
tune of my hon. friend, vear after year,
to present to the House during the
period he was on the Treasury benches.
It is rarely a Government has it in its
power to present so satisfactory a pro-
gramme to Parliament as was presented
to us yesterday by His Excellency, and 1
think they may congratulate themselves
upon the proud position which they oe-
cupy to-day. His Excellency has ad-
verted in terms of thankfuluess to the
bountiful harvest which has been vouch-
safed to us Ly a kind Providence. He
wight have gone further and congratala-
ted the country upon the fair success
which has attended upon other branches
of proluctive industry, such as the
fisheries. 1t is satisfactory to know that
this great industry, which is one of the
chief sources of wealth in the Maritime
Provinces, has been fairly remunerative
duripg the present season, and the con-
dition of our fishing population in the
Lower Provinces is much supstior to that
which existed at this time last year.
With regard to the National Policy




22 The
which my hon. friend (Mr. Scott) has
thought proper to discuss at such great
length, I shall not trouble the Honse
with many remarks at the present time,
because I think a more suitable opportu-
nity will be presented ou other occasions
to discuss it, but one thing I cannot help
observing : my hon. friend denies so
emphatically that the National Policy
has done anything to promote the pre-
vailing prosperity of the country. My
hon. friend denies it, but the facts
ave before us to speak-for themselves,
and there is one thing which he cannot
deny : that there is, at least, between the
Nautional Policy and the return of pros-
perity to the country a marvellous coiu-
cidence, a coineidence which cannot
be altogether accounted for by the

general lmprovement in trade and
commnierce on this continent.  With

regard to the main question, which has
brought us here so early in the season,
for my own part T should have greatly
preferred,  had the Government, in
their wisdom seen proper to delay the
session a little longer, but we must all
admit that the important interests with
which they had to deal-—the most im-
portant which, perhaps, this country has
ever had under its consideration—fully
justified the extraordinary course which
has been adopted. I think the House
and the conntry will be perfectly satisfied
with the full and fair explanation given
by the hon. Postmaster General as to the
reason why Parliament has been sum-
moned so early. I believe the House,
and the country too, will fully endorse
the remarks of my hon. friend 1n regard
to the propriety of first submitting the
resulc of the important negotiations
which have taken place during the recess
to Parliament before giving them to the
public. 1t has been said, if it was
necessary for ministers to proceed
to London to negotiate an agreement
which has resulted in a contract with a
Syndicate for the construction of the
Pacific Railway, they must have accom-
plished that before they left London, and
therefore that Parliament should have
heen called together on their return and
the terms of the agreement given to the
public at an earlier date. I think an
answer has been afforded to that objec-
tion through the public press—that
while the leading features of the agree-
Hon. Mr. Miller.
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ment with the Syndicate may have been
decided upon in England, still the details
could not be definitely settled on the
other side of the Atlantic, and until
those details were agreed upon as the

have been on this side of the water, 1t
was impossible for the. Government to
have called Parfiament together. Hav-
ing avranged those <letculs, they have
done so as soon as possible. 1 have no
donbt this explanation is correct, and the
Government have, I Lelieve, imme lately
after the final conclusion of the negoti-
ations which have fixed all the details,
immediately summoned Parlinment for
the consideration ot the whele scheme.
For my own part, I must sny that I feel
no ordinary degree of satisfaction that
this uwmtmmuu Lias vesulted suceessfully.

From the time when, on the floor of
this House, I gave iny support to
the union of B,ritish Columbin an®
the construction of the Pacitic Railway,
I have always considered that the method
and manner in which this road should
be built was that which has uow been
adopted. Tt was the expectation of those
who at that time agreed to the terms of
the union, and the construction of the
Pacifio Railway as one of these terms,
that it was not to saddle the country
with a debt of one hundred or one hun-
dred and twenty millions, but that ‘the
responsibility of the Dominion was to be
limited to a grant of money limited at
thirvty millions of dollars, and & grant ot
land fixed at fifty nulhons of actes.
This was the understanding on which
Parliament agreed to the union with
British Columbia, and it was an under-
standing and arrangement that were per-
fectly within the resources and means of
this country, and would have been, I
have no doubt, faithfylly adhered to, as
it has now been gone back to by the
present Administration, if these gentle-
men had not been driven from power in
1873. After the change, the late Gov-
ernment inaugurated a new policy in
contradiction to the sentimeuts of the
leading men of the party who had placed
on the records of the House of Commons
a resolution, when these terms were
before the Legislature, that this road
should only be built with subsidies of
land and money. The late Government
departed altogether from their - pledgze
made on that question, and seemingly



The

were about to involve this country in 2
‘state of things which nust ultimately
have landed the Dominion in bankruprey.
1§ was fortunate that at a crisis in the
higtory of this country thé electorate
stepped in and removed those gentlemen
from power, and reinstated the mnght hou,
gentleman who to-day so ably and wisely
guides the destinjes of this Domin-
lon; and if he had done mnothing
morg since hLis  return  to  power
than  successfully to inaugurate this
new suh.emu for the construction of
til_e Paciic Railway and bring back
}arlmme}\t and the Government again
to the original project, which was at the
foundfltloxx of the terms which he
negotiated with DBritish Columbia, he
would  well have ewned the lasting
gratitude of the people of Canada. I
hope and feel confident from the avility
and patriotism and the knowledge of
the subject possessed by the able Minis-
tors who represented us in London, and
who afterwards vepresented us in the
negotiations with the Syndicate ou this
side of the water, that when the terms
of the agreement ave submitted to Par-
liament, they will be such as will give not
iny: satisfaction to both branches of the
Legislature, but will send a thrill of joy
-from one end of this country to the
other. With Yegnrd to some of the
ather questions in the Address, as T am
-on my feet, I desive to say a word or
two. Some refarence has been made to
the Intercolonial Railway by one or two
Speakers, and ¥ think it is a matter of
sincere gratification not only to  the
wembers from the Maritime Provinces,
but also to hon. gentlemen from every
po.rb;qn of the Dominion, that the Inter-
~colonial Bailroad occupies its present sat-
isfugtory position, Not only is the road
wdmitted to bo one of the finest
98 this continent, but it is also largely
m‘:}w{‘mg its traffic, and under the able
ry .llmsh‘aflon; ot the present Minister of
) n‘l}way 8 18 likely very shortly to cease
obea burden to the Dominion. This
degirable end has been attained without
any unwise economy in the running of
the rtoad, ov keeping up the permm?ent
; way. Every hon. gentlaman who has
pessed over it recently will admit that
k.18 impossible to find—and I have
travelled over a great many ,rc‘;ads, not
anly on this continent bat in Furope—
Hon. Mr. Miller.
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a railway where passengers can travel
with greater comfert and security, o a
more substantial line than the Interco-
lonial Railway. That the rolling stock
has not been allowed to go down, i3 evi-
Jent from the fact that a larger business
has been done, and is being-done, on the
road now thun when it was & burden to
the extent of seven or cight hundred
thousand dollars a year to the country,
Nothing is wanted to prove most con-
clusively that not only has the perma-
nent way been kept in  good repair,
but that the rolling stock hns been
kept up, and is equal to all the calls
of a very lurgely incriasing tratfic.
With regavd to the Civil Service, I am
very happy to see that the Govern-
ment is about to take some steps in the
direction of reform. I think it is one
of the 100st important questions which
can engage the attention of Parliament.
1f we want an example of the evil effects
of making the Civil Service a means of
bestowing patronage, as I am sorry to say,
our systewr so largely is, we have only
to look to the United States for a very
striking illustration. 1 read with very
much interest the forcible language of the
President of that country on this question
in his last message, in which he fdrei-
bly urges Congress to the task of Civil
Service reform, to the introduction of
the system which prevails in Great Bri-
tain of competitive examina.ions, the
system of basing the appointments of
office and promotions in office on quali-
fication and merit. We shall never have
an efficient Civil Service until that is the
case, and I shall rejoice to see the patron-
2ge of the country taken out of the hands
of members of Parliament, where it now
practically i3, and left where it ought to
be, in the hands of the Executive, whose
proper function it is to make all appoint-
ments to office oa a well defined basis of
merit and qualifization—not through po-
litical influence or any other or improper
cause. I must now say a few words in reply
to the remarks of the hon. Senator from
Halifax, and as it is so near six o’clock,
I am sorry I cannot reply to him as I
would wish. I was net astonished, in
some respects, at the tone of that hon.
member’s speech. I was sorry, however,
that it was of so very sectional a chavac-
acter. I am sorry to be compelled to
The
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hon. gentleman went so far as to say that
Nbva Scotia had not realized from the
Union the advantages that was expected
from it, and that to-day iu the Maritime
Provinces, if a vote were taken oa the
question of repeal, fourfifths of the
people would be in favor of it. A more
unwarranted and unfounded statement
was never made on the floor of this
House. That the extreme visions of
prosperity which many may have pic-
tured to themselves as likely to result
from Confederation--the unreasonable
expectations, perhaps, in some respects
of the oversanguine friends of that
measure—have not’been realized, may be
true, but that the Maritime Provinces,
in common with the rest of the Domi-
nion, have derived great advantage from
the . Confederation of these Provinces,
no candid man with a knowledge of
the facts would venture to deny. What-
ever may be the condition of Nova
Scotia to-day, I venture to say,
and I utter not my own opini-
ons alone, but the opinions of many

who have given consideration to the.

question—disinterested men, men out-
side of the arena of polities who have no
interest in saying anything that they do
not believe, and are qualified to express

an opinion—if it had not been for con-

federation Nova Scotia would not have
to-day half its present population. It is
true that a large number of our people
go to the United States, but I know that
it is equally true, though the fact is not
heralded abrosd by the enemies of onr
country (and very often those enemies
are unpatriotic children of our soil) that
many, many thousands of those people
return wiser and sadder men. - I know
in the part of the country from which T
come, and from which there has been a
considerable exodus daily this autumn,
scores of people have come back from the
United States, begging their way home
in mwany instances, and relating piciful
tales of the destitution and sufferings of
those they  have left behind them and
who have not been fortvnate enough to
get the opportunity to return to their
homes. The hon. gentleman’s expression
of opinion was not worthy of a member
having a seat on the fioor of this
House, however little wo may
be aurprised to find it amongst
a lot of disappointed traders in the city
Hon. Mr. Miller.
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of {alifux, whose monopoly of the trade
of that province has been broken up by
Confederation.  But it is an opinion also-
which has been expressed by the party
in Nova Scotia to which the hon gentle-
man belongs not when they are in office,
but when they are out of office. When
they were in office for five years, and had
control of the patronage of the country,
they were the most loyal men .in the
Dominion ; now that this faction are in
the cold shades of Opposition, now that
they have not their hands in the public
chest, now that there is no plunder to be
drawn from the public treasury, they are
readly to utter annexation sentiments,
disloyal, repeal sentiments, or anything
to suit the whim of the hour. When
they were iu oftice, and had com plete oon-
trol of the patronage of the local and
Dominion governments, they were, I °
repeat, in appearance’ at least, loyal
enough, but now that they have no pros-
pect of grasping the reins of power for
the next twenty years, they are ready to
talk repeal. In relation to the port of
Halifax as a winter port, I was rather
amused at the remarks of my hon. friend
(Mr. Power), and then he was pathetic
on the injustice of placing the training
ship at St. John! ~ X think thers is ne

injustige in doing so. I think 8.
John has a beiter ,'claim to the
training  ship than  Halifax, and

I will tell you why. St. Joln pos-
sesses a mucl larger amount of shipping
than Halifax, and I must say, not as a
compliment to St. John, but as a teath
wrung from me with regret, 8t. John
possesses twice the enterprise and energy
of Halifax. When anything is started
with reference to Halifax, the first ques-
tion the merchants there ask you is,
“what will the Goyernment .dot”
Why, there are a great many merchants
and people who believe that the Govern-
ment have nothing to do but to consider
how they can squander the money of.
the Dominion for the bevefit of Hali-
fax, and the more you do fér
them, the less grateful they are,
and the more you educate them inte
that belief. There is not in this Domin-
ion a harbor or city that has had more.
done for it, and has done less for itself,
than Halifax, There is not a place on..
this continent that has greater advam- .
tages. and finer facilitics for trade and.
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commerce than Halifax, and still places-

like Montreal and St. Jchn, without its
natural advantages, go ahead of it and
take its trade and throw it into the
shade. The merchants of Halifax do
nothing for their city—nothing to turn
i'g fine advauntages to-account, but think
the Government must do everything for
them. More than that, they think Halifax
i3 all Nov:. ?cotia.. No odds how the
province at large feels or fares, the

think Halifax is everything, and thei{
:dfish SPIribas well illustrated to-night
t{-fhe.dgmanq which is made to have
he training ship established there. That
city !!as got more benefit from the ex-
penditure of twenty-two millions of
dellars on the Intercolonial Railway

Q any other city in Canada.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Not at all,

‘Hon. Mr. MILLER (continued )—
2 if you expended twenty-two mil-
1008 more on it, they would not be
szﬁsﬁed; they would not think you dis-
charged your obligation to them; whereas
I thmk. the Dominion has dischareed its
duty fully to Halifax. The Government
Las honestly endeavored to discharge
its duty o every part of the country,
:%nd' ‘especially to Halifax. The hon.
;_mtor (Mr. Power) has read exfracts
rom the speeches made by Halifax mer-
chants at a meeting vecently held in that
3”.1& of courss, the Halifax merchants
w:utv be delighted to get what they
ans, Conservative and Radical. They
are all alike on that point ; they ave

x all
tarred with the same stick ; they all

think that the Government should do
everything for them and neglect every
other part of Nova Scotia. But, why
were not these extreme pretentions of
thbfcilty’of Halifax put forward when
Po';ron.Thgentleman’s friends were in

g 48 present (Government have

done ‘mora §, ali
Governmont gird.H.thux- than the late

Hon. Mr. POVER — ot at all,

Hon. Mr. MIT,LER__ Ny
gentleman’s pardon, . HIe befng:é l:ﬁ:i
tvhﬂy"dld. He knows that this Govern-
ment have offered to purchase and ship
twa- cargoes of grain over the Interl'-
colonial Railway at a very low .rato, as
an experiment to test the . feasibility of
miking Halifax a grainu-shipping f»orf,

Hon. Mr. Miler. o
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They offered not only to ship it- at 5 cts.
lower, and over the Riviere-du-Loup ex-
tension besides, than the late Adminis-
tration did, and they have offered,sas ¥
have said, to buy the grain themselves,
an expériment which ought to be tested
and mude by the people of Halifax
themselves. Besides, this Government
has largely increased the railway ship-
ping facilities of Halifax. Asa speci-
men also of the want of candour with
which these claims of Halifax are at-
tempted to be urged against the Govern-
ment—a Government which has done al
that it could reazonably Le asked to do
towards making Halifax the winter port
of Canada—the hon. gentleman lately
wrote a letter to a public meeting at
Halifax, insisting that the Government
should give a graving dock to Halifax,
contending that Halifax had as much
right to one as Quebec or Esquimalt.
The inference which the hon. gentleman
desired the public to draw was that this
Government was building a graving dock
at Quebec and one in British Columbia
under the usual conditions of pub-
lic expenditure. The hon. gentleman
ought to know, and he does know
—bhe is too intelligent not to know
—that the DBritish Columbia graving
dock was part of the agreement on
which that Province entered the Un-
ion, and Parliament pledged iiself to
the construction of the dock there. Then,
again, with reference to the graving dock
at Quebec, Halifax could get one on the
same terms to-morrow if they 'would do
the same as Quebec has done. Tt is paid
for by Quebec, and net by the Govern-
ment.  Such statements Jeave an im-
pression upon the public mind which is
not warrauted by the facts, which a man
occupying a high public position should
be careful not to create. So far as the-
just claims of Halifax are concerned, I
shall be as ready to support them as the
hon. member for Halifax, whose manner
and style of advocating the claims of his
city are better calculated to arouse the
hostility of the whole Dominion against
Halitax than to serve itsinterests. Bat
when anything - unreasonable is attempt-
ed to be forced wpon Parliament by
Halifux, or any other place, I shall,
without regard- to sectional considera-
tions, give it my opposition. The ques-
tion of the winter port is one that has.
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been settled. This Goverument has
absolutely made Halifax a winter port,
and if the Allang’ steamers will take
freight past Halifax, how can the Gov-
ernment prevent it.  Suppose to-inorcow
vou refused to allow the vessel' which
lands the mails at Hualifax to carry
freight to Boston, will not other vessels
do that work? IHow can the Govern-
went prevent that? It is utterly unrea-
sonable ; but there is something move
than patriotism at the hottom ot these
absurd claims. Half those gentlemen
who are advocating this winter port
question in Halifax are, I admit, sincere,
kowever unreasonable they may be, but
the rest avre not. They are making
use of it as & mears of sapping the
strength and influence of the Government
in Halifax, and they would sooner the
Government would not do anything so
they should have a grievance to use as a
political engine against the Conservative
party. I think the greatest grief that
could come over some of those gentlemen,
including the Senator from Halifax,
would be in case that their claims shounld
4o met and all their expectations realized.
I do hope, and I feel confident, that this
‘Government and the able men that Nova
Beotin possesses in it-—for we have the
good fortune to be represented in the
Cabinet by two gentlemen, perhaps
second to none in ability, and I am cer-
tain the people of Nova Scotia consider
them to be second to none in Canada in
zeal and patriotism—will obtain anything
that can be fairly got for Halifax ; any
claim which can be honestly and rea-
sonably urged in favour of Nova
“Scotia will be advocated by them
with a zeal and ability and persever-
ance that will insvre success. I say,
therefore, that Nova Scotia has no-
thing to fear in regard to its interests,
and I believe the sound sense of the
people of that Province will, after all,
enable the electors to see through the
dishonest means by which men who are
deserving of the confidence of the couun-
try, and who are ready on all occasions
to sacrifice their personal interests (as
these two Ministers have done as
much ag any public men in Canada)—
I believe the sound sense of Nova Scotia
when the epportunity offers, will lead
the people to do as they did last election
-—return these gentlemen with a lurger
Lon. Mr. Miller.
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proportionate m-jority than any Minis:
ter had in any part of the Dominion,
except, perhaps, Quebec.
At six o'clock the. Speaker left the
chair.
AFTER RECESS.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—T do not
know that I have any observations to
offer to this Lonorable House on the-
resolutions which are now betore us, for
tha very good reason that 1 do not see
that there is anything in themn which
would preveut any member of this
House from giving them his support.
But 1 may, while I am on my teet,
offer my congratulations to the Govern-
ment for the step they havdé taken
concerning the Pacific Railway question.:
I may say that in years past when I.
was thinking over this great scheme, I
always doubted whether this young
Dominion of ours could entertain such a
project with any prospect of bringing it
to completion. Taoerefore, I feel that
the Government of the day have acted
wisely and patriotically when they de-
cided to put this great undertaking ingo
the hands of a company, and although
we do nol know what arrangements
the. Government have made with the
company which is now being forned to
carry on the work, and, I may add, that
even though those arrangements may be
found later of such a nature that the
representatives of the people could not
consider it in the intevests of the Damin-
ion to accept them, yet, even then, I say

that the Government would still deserye

the gratitude of the people of this
country in general, and of the members
of this hon. House in particular ; and I
for one do not hesitate to offer them my
congratulations for so much as is now
known to us on this subject. But while
I am veady to endorse their policy so far
us it has been made known by the
gracious specch of His Excellency the
Governor-General at the opening of this

session, I regret that I consider it my

pressing duty to complain of the position
assigned to the Province of Quebec
in the reconstruction of the Govern-
ment. For the past two years I
have often thought over the exoeption
which in the name of that Provinceseme
of the hon. members of this House togk
during the session of 1878 to the forma-
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tion of the present Administration, and
the more I Liave thought of it the move
1 have felt that a great mistake had been
made, aud that we had been iu the right
in not allowing the offence to pass with-
out protest. Indeed, how could 1 under-
stand how it is that the gallant knight
who is at the head of the Government
should have failed 'to recollect what he
personally and politically owes to the
Prpvavxce of Quebee, and how it could
have happen~d that such a gentleman as
the hon. Postmaster-General is, could
ht;]\:e forgotten the debt of gratitude
;‘V :ch he owes to lier also! Had it not
}:e..n but for the steady support those
Pon. gentlemen have received from that
trovince wlnlst they weve for thirty
year< past in a minority, greater or less,

i Upper Canada, wonld these geatle-

e L <
N oecupy their present position,

wonld they ever have had conferred
upon them by Her Majesty those titles
which were not even given to others who
}fad Leen their colleagues, and to whose
fidelity they aro indebted for having
been considered worthy of such honors §
How could T imagine, that after my
native P}'ovince had done so much for
those gentlemen, it would be so ill-
treated b'y them, whencver they thought
that, having gained a majority in Ontario
agil other Provinces, they could dispense
;V_It'h Quebec, and care no more for her,
-know that under ordinary circimstances
:ng ought not to recall the services which
e may have rendered to a friend, but
after the example given by the "hon.
leader of this Senate during last session
when that hon. gentleman sa bitterly ro-
proached the hon. Senator from Wood-
stock, (Mr. Alexander), for Lis attacks
lf:)[;qn his leader who lLad done so much
m'\teel:ilm' in the past, can I not be per-
ey 0 remind the hon. Premier, and
o ﬁn. leader of the Government in
ﬁdel;L omse of tho devotion and the
iy of my Province towards them in

the past, and rep i

roach them with their
conduct now toward i
Samed officn in 1878.8 her since they as-

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—J wi
the attention of the hon. g::fge.fﬁmc%

-the fact that he is out of order in his.re-

marks. 'We have had nothing . sectional

in the speeches delivered to-day, and I

think the hon. gentleman is tak,ing an
Hon. Mr. Bellerose.
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improper advantage of his position in
bringing into debate on these resolutions,
matter that does not properly belong to
them, and making an attack on a mem-
ber of the Government, in this House, on
a matter that is not before us. [ cer-
tainly do not wish to stop any discussion
at the proper time, but on the present
oceasion I apprehend it i¢ out of order.

Ton. Mr. BELLEROSE —T certainly
shall not impute motives to the hon.
gentleman, but if last session he had
ealled the hon. leader of this House,

Sir Aléx. Campbell), to order when
he was making a similar  speech,

only that it was personal between

the hon. Minister and the hon. Sena-
tor from Weodstock, (while my re-
marks to-day are of public interest), 1

could then by no means impute motives

to the hon. member, (Mr. Dickey) ; buton
this occasion I might fairly do so, though

I repeat I shall not, but will bo satis-

fied with telling him that his conduct in

those two instances seems to be incon-

sistent.  Lf this point of order were well

taken, I might answer that as he did

not raise it on the former occasien, and

there was no ruling by Mr. Speaker, 1

heped I should have been allowed to-day
to follow the example of my leader.

But; hon. gentlemen, such is not the

case. The point of order raised by the
hon. geutleman is not serious. The hon.

Senator is too good a constitutional law-

yer not to know that during the discus-

sion on the Address a very great scope

is given, and that almost any political

question can be brought into the discus-

sion, and especially that of the formation
or the reconstruction of the Government

of the day. No doubt the hon. gehtle-

man thought that, as [ am not a lawyer,

he could easily put me down, and reserve
the whole time for other questions, per-
haps even to bring up the case of Nava

Scotia ; but let me tell him that T am

not to be put down so easily.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY-—Although a
considerable degree of latitude is allowed
in speeches on the Address, [ wish to
remind the hon. gentleman that he has
committed another breach of order in
alluding to what occurved in a previous
debate. But with regard to that I cer-
tainly recollect that 1 tried on that ucea-
sion to interfere by calling the hon.
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gentlemen to order, and so far from
throwing this taunt across the House, ho
ought to have given me credit for having
taken the course I did in the interests of
the Senate. I make the objection to the
line of argument that the hon. gentleman
has chosen to take, and I leave the
House to deal wich it.

Hou. Mr. BELLEROSE—I um most |
surprised to hear an hon. gentleman
from Nova Scotia taking exception .to
the course I am pursuing when he knows
very well that for the thirteen years

~we have been united, we have had more
complaints of ill-treatment from Nova
Scotia than from the rest of the Do-
minion, yet the Province of Quebec is
expected to submit to ill-treatment and
not raise her voize in protest. We had
to give Nova Scotia ten millions to buy
her en bloc after the Union. Could that
have been done if Quebec had done what
the hon. Senator is doing now, if Quebec
had refused to listen to Nova Scotin's
conplaints  And yet Quebec is to be put
down if a voice is raised in protest at the
treatment she receives Do hon. gentle-
wen believe that I am here as a repre-
sentative of Quebec to submit to injus-
tice? No. I will discharge my duty
both to my Province and to every part of |
the Dominion so long as I have a seat
in the Parliament of Canada, whatever
the consequences may be te me person-
nally. I am more anxious to fulfil my
duties as a public man than to procure
situations for myself or my family,
Even a position in the Government, I
care little about if I do not obtain
it on my own merits, or if I have to
ceasa to vindicate the rights of the people.
‘We have been sitting here for thirteen
years, not only hearing but subseribing
to the complaints of the smaller pro-
vinces, and helping them with that ma-
jority without which the Union could
not have been continued, because Nova
Scotia would have been in rebellion, and
is it because the Proviuce of Quebec has
brought peace and harmony to the Do-
minion that the representatives of that
province are now to be told that their
turn has not come yet; that they will
have to suffer but that they dare not:
speak ¥ Hon. gentlemen, I am not the
wan to submit to such treatpient as that!

[SENATE.]

I do not want to be called a disturber,
Hon. My, Dellerose.

A:hlrcss

but when the proper time comes, 1

believe it my duty to submit our
complaints to  the  representatives
of the people and ask for redress.

I go back two years to the time I stood
up in this Senate and reproached the
then new Administration of the day
for failing in their duty towards the
Province of Quebec, and to those com-
plaints what was the answer given by
the hon. leader of the Government in
this House? In reply to my charges he
said, “ Unfortunately I was not con-
sulted because I was confined to bed,”

meaning, if this expression means
anything, that if he had not been
overruled he would have tried to

do justict to Quebec. That was
his answer, and if that was his an-
swer, was I not honestly bound to be-
lieve that that hon. gentleman understood
himself that Quebec had not received
what she was entitled to? But the hon.
gentleman said more, Ife added,ina
few words, that he understood we had
some right to complain. If we had the
right to complain at that time certainly
any honest man is bound to admit that
stronger reasons for complaint exist . to-
day. T know very well that in the
administration of the \iovernment cir-
cumstances often force the Prime Minister
to do things which he would rather
seo done otherwise. I know there
are political necessities, and in 1878,
when I heavd the words of the hon.
leader of the House (Sir A. Campbell)
I felt bound to accept his excuse, and
submit to les faits accomplis, and felt
confident that our case would be dealt
with on the first occasion. But what has.
occurred t  Some few days ago there was
a reconstruction of the Cabinet, but the
French population of the Dominion has
not received justice, and no® French
Senator has yet been made a Mioister of
the Crown. ‘lhe sawmwe intrigues which
prevented justice being done to the
French Senators in 1873, has succeeded
in defeating it again in 1830. I have
already had occasion to call the attention
of the House to those intrigues. They
were begun, as I have already stated, in
Montreal, continued in New York, again
in Montreal, then in Quebec, and came
to an end ‘in Montreal; at the Windsor
Hotel, in October, 1878, where, no
doubt, wine and brandy weve plenty. 1
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-eould even report sorhe of the arguments | had resulted in the dismissal of Lieu-

used by those gentlemen, some of whom
have already brought ruin on eur
Province, bat this would be of no use
fow. Is our Province tobe ruled by
intriguers and jobbers 3 How long will
it be said that the Premier acts upon the
suggestions of those men} For my part,
1 eannot submit to such a state of things,
We, the representatives of the Province
of Quebec,. have submitted to all as we
have submitted on many other occasions
10 avoid disturbing that peace and
harmony which is 8o desirable to the
good working of our institutions. Iu-
deed, we have shown so much compliance
that we have even been called a ¢ flock
of sheep,” but if there is a time to -com-
»ly, t}xere is also & time to refuse to
submit silently, and that is why the
representatives of Qunebec in this Sen-
ate protested in 1878 against the in-
Jjustice’ flone to them and to the whole
population throughout the Dominion
speaking the French language.
the session of 1879 a similar protest was
:uade by the very same gentlemen. This
year the resignations of the Hon.
Messrs. Masson and Baby took place
aud the difficulty might then have been
casily settled. A Senator speaking the
B‘rens:h langnage might have been chosen
and justice might readily have been
done to the French population of the
Dominion and to the French-speaking
members of the Senate; but our in-
ttiguers set to work, and there is a
rumor in Montreal and elsewhere that
those two seats had been promised long
220 to two hon. gentlemen, one from the
rézlt_y‘of Quebec, who is wow the hon.
Minister of Militia, and the other to a
-gentleman who holds a high position in
the Province of Quebee, but that
gl}lﬁ latter gentlemen, for reasons beyond
t:i ;mltrpl'had to decline, and continue
“ old ‘his post. Thus, there was a
)1acancy In the Cabinet which had to be
tilled up before the meeting of Parlia-
ment. The opporturity was a favorable
one to settle this difficulty, if this rumor
wtrue. 1t is stated inside and outside of
these buildings that Sir John Macdonald
‘had shown his objection to the members
for Bagot and Laval (Messrs, Mousseau
and Ouimet), since they had taken upon
themselves to bring before the Commons
% certain motion which was carried, and
Hon. Afr. Bellerosc. ’

Dauring

|DecEMBER 10, 1880.]

Address. 29

tenant (overnor Letellier, but rather
than have justice done to the French
speaking members of che Senate, Sir
John Macdonald called Mr. Movsseau to
fill up the vacancy in the Government.
Mr. Mousseau is a personal friend of
mine, and certainly I have no personal ob-
jection to his entry into the Government,
but under the circumstances Mr. Mous-
seau has shown a lack of patriotism, and
that he cares more for honors than for
the rights of his Province. I have
always telt that when a man is invited to
enter an administration it is his duty to
see whether he can consistently with his
principles, assume the responsibility of
its policy and honorably take a seat on
the Treasury Benches with men who may
differ from him. But not only is Mr.
Mousseau responsible for the act of 8ir
John Macdonald, who seems to care
very little for the Province which sup--
ported him so well, but the leader of this
House is equally responsible. As the
leader of the Senate he may be consid-
ered as the assistant of the Prime Minis-
ter. It was his right and duty to state
to the Premier “ if you wish me to con-
duct the affairs of the Senate give me
what I consider the Senate has a right
to. If you do not, I cannot claim the
support of the men who ave denied
their rights, and consequently I cannot
accépt the leadership of that important
body.” I challenge any man to deny
that such was the duty of the leader of
this House. As I have shown, the hon.

‘gentleman, two years ago, stated his

views on this question, and T ask this
House what contidence the members from
Quebec can have in a leader who, when
an opportunity occurs in the reconstruc-
tion of the Government to give them
their fair representation, has failed to do
501 Only those who are ready, as we
say in French, “ to bow to the rising sun,”
will hesitate to reproach the Govern-
ment for this act of injustice which they
perpetrated during the recess. For my
part, I consider that T would be untrue
to my Province if I were to sit here from
day to day and draw my indemnity
without discharging this the first duty
which is incumbént upon me as a repre-
sentative of that Province, which iy
suffering from the ill will of the Govern-
ment. { know it is said thut I am very



30 The
decided in my opinions. - I reply that 1
adhere to my opinions until convinced
by logical arguments that I am wrong,
and.on this very question if an argu-
ment can be used to show me that
the rights of Quebec ave not trampled
on, I am vready to give way.
I have submitted my case to the House
and I challenge the Government to

advance a logical argument against it.-

If to-day some Senator from Quebec
should ask a question in the French
language, and the hon. Postinaster-Gene-
ral, who understands a little French,
should be out, how would the hon. Min-
ister of Inland Revenue meet the emer-
gency ! He would have to request the
Senator to wait a moment until he could
find an interpreter. But even when the
hon. Postwaster-General  (Hen.  Alex.
Campbell) is in the House, how does
he deal with a question put to the Gov-
ernment by an hon. Senastor who caunos
speak English?  What was his answer
to the question put by the hon. Senator
for Sorel (a French Seaator)! “1 am
sorry,” replied the hou. Dostmaster-
‘General, “ that I cannot give iny answer
in his own langnage, &e.”—and the an-
swer was given in English, «wnd the hon.
Senator from Sorvel had to look out for
some of his colleagues who understood
both languages, and give him a trans-
lation of the answer of the Government.
Is that the position in which we
should be placed by the very men we
have so long supported, while the Liberal
Administration ot Mr. Muackenzie, whom
cur province has always opposed, gave
us on the Treasury benches of the
Senate a Minister of Krench origin?
And is that giving a fair interpretation
to the 133rd clause of the British North
America Act? It would be an absurdity.
If that clause signities anything it means
that we are free to debate in either
language, and therefore the Government
must necessarily be represented io this
House by a member who can speak
the French language. That it is so,
is proved by the interpretation given
to it by the very men who framed that
clause. And who are those who should
interpret 1t? Sir John Macdonald, the
Postmaster-General, the Minister of In-
land Revenue, Mr. Chapais, and some
members in the other House. And how
did they interpretit? In 1867 when
Hlon. Mr. Belierose.
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the tirst * Government of the Dominion
was formed, five of its members were
taken from Ontario, four from Quebec
(three French and one English), and four
from the Muaritime Provinces, and to-day
we have seven ministers from Ontario
alone, against seven for the whole of the
other Provinces. Of those thirteen
ministers in 1867, no less than five oc-
cupied seats in this House, but since the
death of Sir George Cartier, the man who
stood by, Quebec at all imes, and who
sometimes disturbed the serenity of the
present Premier, three of those bencles
have been occupied by Senators who are
not minissers, but at all times one of the
ministers, whether they were two,
four or tive, one of the n was a French
speaking minister. I have often com-
plained of those ehanges before, aud I
have often asked the representatives of
(uebee to vindieate the rightsof their Pro-
vince, and not only them, but members
from the Maritime Iovinces also,
If we admit such an interpretation of the
133rd clause what will be the conse-
quence ! Who can say if this be admit-
ted that Sir John Macdonald or Mr.
Mauckenzie, ov any other party leader in
foriing a Government, will uot take the
thirteen Ministers from  Ontario, or
twelve from that Province and one fromn
some other provinece T Suppose such
thing should be done, and [, as a repre

sentative of the people, should complain
of it, could they not reply: “ You
acquieseed in this  interpretation of the
1350d elause in 1879and 1880.” Who can
say, it that interpretation be assented to,
that the Premier will not select the four
Ministers from Quebec from amongst the
English-speaking members of the House
of Commons? IfI did not raise my
voice, as [ do now, to protest against such
an interpretation, he might well reply,
“ You sanctioned thisin 1879and 1880."
In 1867, the framers of the constitution
interpneted the 133rd clause by the
arrangements which were then made,
and to those arrangements I will stick.
My principleshave always been Conser-
vative, and I have never been a fol-
lower of this or that man. If, then,
the leaders of the Conservative party de-
part from sound Conservative principles,
I £m bound to refuse them my support.
If they set aside the constitution, and
trample upon the rights of my Province
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I cannot support them. The Province
of Quebec Las been so long ill-treated
that her neople may not resent this de-
privation of her rights, but whether they
understand what is due to them or not I
shall take a stand here which I kuow is
for their good, because I hold now as 1
held 'when I was their representat've by
election, that having been placed at the
head I am bound to .act in the best in-
terests of the Province I represent.
W.'hy, hon. gentlemen, all means were
tried to break down this little party who
have ‘been. vindieating the rights of Que-
bee, if rumor is true. Any gentleman
who passed throagh Montreal lust sum-
mer must have heard of new intrigues.
I challenge any one to deny that there
has been, and that there is still to-day,
such a rumor amongst a cluss of gentle:
men in Montreul, (L do not say it is cur-
rent throughout the eity, but amoug a
certain class,) that the Government had
one of their friends offer a high position
t0-a member of this House who strongly
advocates the rights of the Province of
Quebee, as 1 am now doing.

Hon. Siv ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
have heen listening with great attention
to thlt the hon. gentleman says, and I
say distinctly that, so far as I know, and
80 far as the Government is aware, 1o

i:::)(:ih suggestion has been made to any-
y.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE —1 may tell
the bon gentleman that my authority is
a pretty good one. I hope it is not so.
If the hon. gentleman will state that it is
not true, § must accept his denial, but 1
must tell him that many things are done
which every one of the ministers does
not know. Sometimes friends of the
(rov‘em.ment do things of this kind on
an indireet suggestion of some of the
mémbers of the Government.

I{on. Siv ALEX. CAMPBRELYL I
never heard any such thing ; 1 do not
think such an offer would be made with-

out my knowledge. I pneverl e 5
ge. sver heard of it,
and I do not believe it.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—I bave no
doubt, knowing the hon. gentleman as I
have known him for sixteen years, that
he would not do such a thing, and conse-
quently he may not know it, and may
not have heard of it, and yer, for ull that

Hon. Mr. Bellerose. '
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it may be so. There is still no proof to.
the contrary. At all events, whether
true or not, 1 did not state it positively.
1 merely said that such a rumor was in
circulation in Montreal, among persons.
who are usually well informed. Another
rumor in Montreal is this: that a
prominent gentleman in the Province of
Quebec had a gquasi promise since 1878

that he would be given a position in the

tovernment of Canada on’ the first
occasion, but who, us explained before,
though desirous of accepting it thiy
year, conld not.  So the slat was given
to another gentleman, but with the condi-
tion that the seat should be vacated at
any time. Mv. Mousseau then became:
President of the  Council  uuti
another seat in the Cabinet becomes
vacant. He will then assume a niore
important department, which will lead
him to another situation oatside the:
Cabinet, and so give way to the hon.
gentleman who is now a locumy tenens.

That is the rumor, and in  the
course of time we will see what
foundation there is for it.  Deing

a public man, I had to weigh these: .
matters in the balance of justice, and to
take everything into acconnt— the party,
with all its intrigues, its family compact,
and its jobbers on one side, and on
the other the Province of Quebec, with
all its good works in the past for the
party, and with all the injustice she has
wuffered, and see on what side the bal-
ance of good or evil might go. What
did I fiud? That Quebec had done more
than her share ; that the other provinces
had received more than they had a right
to, and that Quebec should get at least
what she is catitled to under tho great.
compact of 1867. T ask for nothing but
justice tor her. When Nova Scotia de-
manded better terms, did. we from Que-
bee veply: « No ; Nova Scotia has received
what the compact gives her, and she
shall have no more}” No; on the con-
trary, while the majority from Ontario.
declined to entertain the request, Quebec
said“ We will examine your NovaScotia
case” jand we found on exumination thas
her claim had some foundation, and
Quebec said whatever the compact might
he, and though-the result might be to in-
crease the tuxes on our own people, we
would help Nova Scotia ; and yet a rep-
resentative of Quebec is grudged a few
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minutes to lay his complaint before the
House to ask justice at the hands of

“those from whom she should expect it !

‘Quebec, in the future, asin the past, will
always be ready to do justice to any
province of the Dominion which com-
plaias of injustice ; T only hope that the
same spirit will be displayed by the other
previices in dealing with Quebec. Ve
de not ask for better terms ; we do not
ast. for millions of dollars or anything
more than was allowed to her under
Confederation. We ask simply to be
placed on the same footing as the other
provinees in this Chamber. Quebec was
the first province to vote the resolutions
on which the British North America
Act was founded. To some of them she
had objections, but when it was ex-
plained that the compact was in the
nature of a treaty and could not be
amended, she accepted the resolutions as
a whole. Let us not now have reason to
regret the confidence which we then dis-
played in our statesmen. I have again
to apologize for having spoken at such
length, and perhaps in an enthusiastic
manner, upon this subject; but I can-
not help remembering the scenes which

.oceurred of late years when Nova Scotia

and New Brunswick had complaints to

Jay before us. There was then some-

thing more than enthusiasm and natural

.excitement which one would show in

speaking on such subjects. T may.there-
fore fairly claim to be excused, especially
when I have established the fact that in

.making this demand I have been asking

nothing but justice for over a million of
Her Mujesty’s loyal subjects.

Hon. Mr. D BOUCHERVILLE—

Lt may be that I have misunderstood the

Jhon, gentleman who has just sat down,

but if not, he has spoken in the name, as

he says, of the Senators from Lower
Janada.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—I did not
thivk that. 1 said no doubt there were

.some, and I know that there are one or

two, for whom 1 do not speak.

. Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE--I

.am very glad that T was mistaken on that

point, bat still, since I am on my feet, I

take occasion to say that I differ from

the hon. member in the strictures which

be has thought fit to make upon the hon.
Ilon. 3Mr. Beller.se.
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leader of this House. For my own part,
although T will admit that I think it
would have been better for ths Provinee
of Quebec if we had a Minister from
that Province in this House, still I do
not think it is essential ; und if there
was a fault to be found, certainly it
ought not to be laid upon the leadet of
this House. Certainly there should be

 found some other member of the Govern-

ment in whose hands the interests of
Quebec are placed, and 1 take this oppor-
tunity to protest against what the hon.
member has stated with reference to the
hon. leader of this House.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL-—If
nobody eise desires to speak, I wish to
say a few words in reply to the remarks
of my hon. friend, the member for De La-
naudiere. Theie is no one who places a
higher value upon the support of the
French Canalian members of this House
than I do; and thers is no one, I think,
who has evinced the feeling more con-
stantly through the whole of his public
carecr than myself. My early years were
passed in Lower Canada; all my early
associations and memories are there. I
know the people of that Province well,
and my sympathies have always been
much with them. I have the greatest
respect for them, and love their country
and its people, and, therefore, I think I
can say that amongst the English-speak-
ing members of this House no one has a
greater sympathy with them, or a more
thorough desire to do that which is most
convenient and agrecable to their feel-
ings, than I do; and I think [ have
always shown this disposition. With
reference to his general position, it is
somewhat diffienlt to follow my hon.
friend, although I understand him in a
way that many hon. gentlemen in this
House do not, becanuse he has referred
to tha history of the two parties anterior
to the Union, which is not a subject, T
am sure, agreeable to ths ears of a great
many of theimembers of this House,
who have nothing to do with the dis
putes which existed in Canada before
Confederation, and to whose minds it
must be as uninteresting as it would be
to us from old Canada to hear of the
disputes which occurred in Nova Scotia,
New Brunswick, or any other province
of the Dominion ; hut the allusion is
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toade with this ohject, (und I adinit, so
far as T am concerned, and so far us the
!ea.de_r of the Government is concerned,
1t 33 a just reference,) it is made in ovder
to shaw that in past years in the history
41f “0ld Canada the Conservative party of
the Province of Upper Canada were
Mery greatly indebted to the support of
the Conservatives of Lower Canada, and
nudoubtedly that wag the case for very
nany yews. Fovr a long time . in the
history of old Canada the Conservatives
in Upper Canada were ina minority, and
they were enabled  to maintain their
position in the (fovernment by the snp-
(I‘:‘;;';‘Iot ﬂ’llah Conservatives of Lower
-bada. That was the position of
Pariies.  Undoobtedly it wal\)so an argu-
ment which was ready to my hon.
friend’s hand, aud which it was quite
open to him to use in order to show the
extent of the debt of gratitude which Siv
.f ohn :.I\I:tchlmIcl and  myself, at all
:} \ en,ts.} and perha;')s.some other members
e the —Adwinistration,— although
! think not—owed to the Conservatives
f)f Q;uebc:c. I quite admit that, nor do I
«}1% all olject to the reference which my
jon. friend made to myself, or to his
inght to criticize my conduct. I do not
at all object to his stating that it was the
duty of the leader of the House to assert
whatever might be due to this House in
any re-arrangement of the (GGovernmaent,
itp(-i I believe it to he quite possible that
aftxp}e might arise when some successor
;3 ‘Mmine might be obliged to resort to the
ast  measure to  which he. could
vesort in order to enforce what he con-
silereds the rights of this House in the
formation of the Government. T quite
concede this, and the hon. gentleman
{lad the right to make the allusion which
e did m:\_ke, and I admit that circum-
2:landces might arise which would make it
ro:or:ti of the leader of this House to
hointad 0 It:]l.w step to which I have
oy o £ oW, the complaint which
B - friend makes is of injustice to
‘tae rrovince of Quebec. . I make bold to
say that there never wag a complaint
made with less foundation. He speaks
ofit as an injustice to the Provinco of
Quebee, but T rather apprehend what he
means 1s injustice to certain members of
the Province of Quebec who sit in this
- «Mouse. Quebec has had every justice.
From the time of the Union, Quebec has
Hon. Sir Alex. Campbell.
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been represented Ly four members in the
Government.  That was the full extent
of the representation in the Government
to whicl the province was entitled, and
which ‘was settled at Confederation.
There iy no pretence that that has not
been the case. According to the popn-
lation of Quebec, it was reasonable that
three of those members should be French
and oue English. That has been the
rule; it was adopted and practised by
Sir George Cartier and has obtained ever
since the Union. There is no pretence
that it has been departed from, and, in
addition, look fora moment at the offices
which representatives from Quebec have
held, irrespective of these positions in the
(tovernment.  You will find that, for two ’
Parliaments, the chair which you, Sir,
occupy was held by a French Canadian—
by Mr. Chauveau and by Mr. Cauchon.
Quebee has in the other branch of the

Legislature at this mowment, Mr.
Blanchet, who fills the position of
Speaker—ull  these gentlemen, who

occupied creditably the posibions they
were called upon to fill'; and I only
allude to their holding those positions for
the purpose of the argument which it
enables me to use, that the Province of
Quebec has no reason to say injustice
has been done to it.

‘Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—The hon.
gentleman is fully aware of the difficulty
I had in speaking, because I had to
think in French and trauslate it, and try
and find out ‘the words and speak at
once withont occupying the time of the
House too long. But I suppose the hon.
gentlemanunderstandsthat, when I speak
of the Province of Quebec, I should
rather say the French population of the
Dominion, because T only speak of Que-
bec a3 being a French province. 1ltis
the French population of the Dominion,
which is spread throughout the whole
country, and forms one-fifth or one-
sixth of the population in New Bruns-
wick, and one-fifth or -one-sixth of the
population of Nova Scotia, and two-
thirds of the population of Quebec.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL--I
can make allowance for the difficulty tho
hon. gentleman mentions, though I am
quite sure, if he did not refer to it, we
should not have noticed it; but his
expl'anagion does not alter the case.
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There bas bLeen no injustice done from
Confederation to the French-speaking
population of Quebec. The French-speak-
ing population in the other provinces
have never shown a distinction between
themselves and the rest of the people.
'The French-speaking population of Que-
bec has always drawn that distinction,
and in the formation of every Govern-
ment that element of the population has
constantly had a representation of threo
1members in the Administration, and the
Province had an English-speaking repre-
rentative also in the Cabinet, as is but
natural, considering the number of the
English-speaking population in that Pro-
_vince. Thus, with due regard to their
strength and influence, the French-
speaking population have all along had
the representation in the Cabinet to
which they were entitled, and in addition
have had the high offices which I have
mentioned ; and I am bound to say if in
the two branches of the Legislature, and
in the various departments of the Civil
Service, inquiry was made, it would be
found that they have had their full rep-
resentation in all the offices of the coun-
try. I say, therefore, without fear of
successful contradiction, that the hon.
gentleman is incorrect in assuming, and
in stating to this House, that the French-
speaking population has rot had com-
plete and absolute and thorough justice
done . to them in any way. Where,
probably, an inconvenience las been
done to them, is that there has not,
during the time of the present Govern-
ment, been a French-speaking member of
the Cabinet in this Heuse, and I regret
it. J expressed my regret before, and
expressed it sincerely, and feel it now
sincerely aud ecarnestly. But tecause
you admit the inconvenience and regret
it, you cannot always biing about what
you desire in the way of vemedy. Sup-
posing other gentlemen were equally
exigent as the hon. gentleman is, might
not the hon. gentlemen from the Lower
Provinces assert a similar demand?
'There are only two representatives of the
Governmnent on the floor of this House,
and both, as it accidentally happens, are
from Ontario. 1s not a like injustice
done to the Lower Provinces as that
which the hon. member from De Tanau-
diere complaing of as regards Quehec?
It is an omission which we regret, and
Hon. Sir Alex. Cumplel’.
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which we would fain have otherwise ; bnt
the complaint against it, excepting as to
the speaking of the French language,
would come as strongly from the Lowei
Provinces as from Quebec. The only
grievance peculiar to the hon. gentlemun
from Quebec speaking the French lan-

guage is that neither the Minister of
Inland Revenue nor myself has the ad-
vantage of being able to use that lan-
guage in addressing the House. When
the hon. gentleman quotes some languago
which I used speaking last year on this
subject, I beg to recall to his memory
that he was then, as he lLas now been,

making reference to ¢ intrignes on Notm
> and
“in the Windsor Hotel,” and I said i
veply that I was,unhappily, ill at the time
when the Govmmm-ut was formed, and
did not know to what he referred, and ¥
do not know now. I was as] *mid' ot
the occasion to which he yefers, prevented
by illness from being present, and did
pot know anything about the negotia-
tions which preceded the formation of
the Government. The hon. gentleman-
has drawn, from the remarks of mine to
which he has veferred, this deduction o¢
inference, that I might, and should, if §
had been present, have protested aumnst.
the admission of a French Canudian
Senator in the Cabinet, and insisted that.
there shounld have been such a member
of the Governmient in this House, under
the penalty of resigning, and that last
year I offered as an excuse or apology
for not having done so, that I was ill and
absent when the Cabinet was formed ;
that on the occasion of the recent hangex
I was well and present, and should have
taken the course which I have pointed
out. That is really what the hon. geu-
tleman meant. Now, [ cun say for
myself, as [ did at the begiuning of wy
remarks, that T am as fail of s.vmp‘nthy
for the French-speaking population of
the country as anyone can be, and I
venture to ussert the same thing of Sie
John Macdonald, and that it is not any
indisposition on his part to see a French.
speaking representative in the Govern-
ment in this branch.of the Legislature
which led to the omission, and that he is
governed, as he cannot avoid being gov-
erned, by the circumstances of the
momeni.  In the vecent readjustment ot
the Lowen Canadian section of the Gov.
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erament, iny hon. friend complains that
there has been no change in this House.
What does my hon, friend * suggest?
Does he suggest vhat I should tender my
resignation to make way for a French
Canadian ¢

‘Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—No; I
would be sorry for that,.

Hon. Sir.AEEX. CAMPBELL—Then
ny hon. friend means that my hon. col-
league near me should tender his ?

: Hon. Mr. BELLLE ROSE—No.

T;)Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—
—hen how could there be a change ia this
House?

Hop. Mr. BELLEROSE—When the
romier selected Mr. Mousseau, he might
very well have chosen a French-speaking
member in this House, and given him
the portfolio which My, Mousseau holds

now,

‘Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
do- nog 800 how that could have bien
done without running counter w the
wighes of the great French Canadian
party which in the Commons supports
the rovernment. My hon. friend must
l»ea}' In mind that this is not the House
which makes and unmakes Ministers ;
that all-important power rests properly
and constitutionally in the ether branch
of .the Legislature, and the Premier must
of. necessity make sueh arrangements as
will receive the concurrence and approval
of :the majority in the House of Com-
wons; and I bez to remind. the hon.
wember that we do not hear thess com.
plaints in the House of Commons. The
rarty to which my hon. friend belongs—
the Couservative party of Quebec—and
in which I am proud and happy to have
him as # supporter, with its great major-
l.t.t and its uble men, exerts an influence
m:n& t(;‘r;l)é (if it be second) to

onservative party of Upper
Canada at this moxneut?—an{l it isppan
u‘xﬁuence which, in the history of old
Canada, was greater than that of the
Conservative par'y in Upper Canada—
that great party, as represented in the
House of Commons, does not
find fault with the firgg Minis-
tee for not having a representative
of the French-speaking Population
in this branch of the Legislature, They
do not say, “ we ure discontented, and

Hon. Sir Alex. Campbell,
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.we shall, by a vote of want of contidence, .

turn out the Government because you
have not done justice to the French pop-
ulation.” They do not feel the injustice ;
they do not think or say that there .is
any injustice. Sir John Macdonald has
conferred offices upon those members of
‘the Quebec section of the Conservative
party who are on the whole most accept-
able to the French Canadian Conserva-
tives in the country, and as represented
in the House of Commons. The dedue-
tion is a fair inference, from the fact that
the immense majority from Lower Can

ada in the Commons—the whole repre-
sentation of the Province, with the ex-
ception of fifteen or sixteen—support the
Government in the other branch of Par-
liament.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—The hon.
gentleman says that in  he other House,
and in the Province of Quebec, there is
no cemplaint. I beg the hon. gentle. -
man’s pardon. If he will look at the
newspapers of the Province of Que ec
since Mr. Moussean entered the Cabinet,
he will see in_ Conservative, as well as
Liberal journals, that, though Mr. Moas-
seau is acceptable, they regret that due
ustice has not been done to the Senate.’

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—
I regret—everybody regrets it—but
citcumstances -ave such that we
cannot change or alter it. The
hon. gentleman must see that
every (overnment must be constructed
80 as to. command the confidence of the
the lower branch of the Legislature,
This Government do command the
confidence of that Chamber. If they
do not, and if the representatives of
Quebec in the Lower House ave dis-
satisfied, they have only to say so, and
the Governwent must necessarily suc-
cumb.  But they huve ho such feeling—
they are content, they do not see the
grievance of which the hon. gentleman
complains, and the inference I draw is
that, while I am aware of the conveni-
ence which would result from having a
French Canadian member of the Govern.-
went in this House-—to no one more than
to myself—yet the Frengh Canadian
Conservatives see that the circumstances
were such ag to hinder the Premier from
making that change on the recent
occasion.  The hon. gentleman supposes’
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that Mr. Mousseau might have been
brought into this House. I take leave
to doubt whether, if such a thing had
heen done, it would have proved accept-
able to #he hon. member. I infer so
from the language used by the hon.
gentlemun (Mr. Bellerose) on a previous
-occasion on this subject. I understood
from him then that it was a French-
speaking member of this House who
should then have been appointed. -

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE — Hear,

hear.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I

speak, of course, with submission to the
views of my French Canadian friends in
this House. I do, K not know that it
would have been any great satisfaction to
them to have Mr. Mousseau introduced
into this House.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—No.
Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—The

hon. gentleman saysno. Then it comes
to this: the changes which have been

made could only be made by displacing

my hon. friend (Mr. Aikins) or myself.
I speak for myself, and I think
I can speak for my hon. friend,
when 1 say that any change which
would have been to the advantage
of the Administration we would have
cheerfully submitted to ; but it was not
felt that it would bave been an advan-
tage. The French Canadian members
of the other branch of the Legislature
-desired to have the full comnlement to
‘which their section of the party was
fairly and by custom entitled in the
Administration in the other branch of
the Legislature.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE —Does the
*hon. gentleman pretend that it was cus-
tomary in united Canada to have only
-two ministers in this House ?

Hon. Sir ALEX., CAMPBELL--No;
1 do not.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—Leaving
the Minister of Inland Revenue and the
Postmaster-General in this House when
Mr. Masson gesigned, conld not the hon.
Senator from De Salaberry have been
called to the Government, and Mr.
Moussean left as a private member in
his seat ?

Hon Sir Alex. Campbell,
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Hon.Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—That
could have been done if it was so desired
by the majority of the French Canadians,
but the mistake which the hon. gentle-
man makes is in supposing what he de-
sires is what they desire. We have the
evidence of what they desive.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—I do not
want (o be misunderstood. I say this :
that, although the members of the House
of Commons will take two more minis-
ters if given to them, they are willing to
give the Senate its fair share. Though
they are ready to take another minister
to their House, they are ready to do jus-
tice to the Senate. I suppose the hon.
gentleman in his argument forgets one
thing : that at the time when this Gov-
ernment was formed, fourteen ministers
were appointed.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—T

| endeavor to bear in mind the whele of

the civcumstauces; I helieve I have them
in my mind, and I am quite satisfied
that the French Canadian party as repre-
sented in the House of Commons, so far
as I have been informed by gentlemen
who are familiar with them, and who, I
suppose, understand their views, desire
to have a full representation of -the
French Canadisn party in that branch of
the Legisluture at this moment. - That I
understand, and' I think my hon. friend
has done an injustice to the head of the
Government if he supposes, as I appre-
hend he does suppose, that there has been
an indisposition on the part of Sir John
Macdonald fairly to consider the posi-
tion of the ‘French Canadian party, or
any unwillingness to do that portion of
the party which is in this House justice,
so far as it could be done. .

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—I will fell
the hon. gentleman why I have that
opinion. Two years ago, hefore even I
knew anything about what Sir John
Macdonald would do, I heard gentlemen
—authors of this intrigne—after my first
speech in this House, stating that ‘we
might speak, but thers would be
no = French-speaking member - of
the Government in. the Senate for
many  years, and that they would
see Sir John Macdonald would stand Ly
them or fall. '

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—Of
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course I do not know the fuct, and it is
difficult to assert a negative, but 1 am a8
sare a8 I am of anything that Sir Jobn

Macdonald never uttered such a state-
ment.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—I did not
say that, but I say that when in 1878
members of the Senate rose to vindicate
the rights of the French-speaking popu-
lation, the authors of those intrigues that
I have been speaking of, who were in
Ottawa &_P‘ the hour, stated they would
ris?e that Sir John Macdonald should not

1sten to us, and that they were sure we
would not have what we desired because
only three or four had a chance for posi-
tons, and that no member of this- House
would have any of them. They were
1a fact the jobbers of the Government.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—

1 soe it is not Sir John Macdonald who
18 accused of having said this, but some
one who is spoken of as. a jobber or
intriguer. I do not know who is meant
or referred to as the intriguer or. johber,
and, t}xerefore, I cannot answer, bus I

am quite sure these are not the senti-

ments of Sir John Macdonald, and that

he is quite ready—as ready as my . hon.

f:lend' could desire—to have a French

Canadian member of this House in the

Government if circumatances enabled

such a change to be made ; and I say that

this omission ought not to be considered

A%a grnevance 20 great as to be made the

foundation of a complaint of injustice being

done to the French-speaking population

of Canada. I ask 18 it not rather a com-

plaint with reference to the injustice sup-

posed to be déne to members of this
llouse who speak the French Janguage

Now, fortunately for them and for us

there is no ,French Canadisn member of

this House who does not perfectly well

wnderstand the English language, and

a!though 1t would be far more conve-

nient, and although I admit the Consti-

tation does provide for the fres use of

the French lunguage in both Chambers,

aud though it is somewhat inconsistent

with that interpretation to have no

French-speaking member of the Govern-

rment bere, yet no government_ can

always carry out things logically as

the hon. gentleman would desive. I

()}\ly wish the hon. gentleman was in the

(sovernment and had to 'nanage things

Ilon. Sir Alex. Campbell.
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for a year or two, he would then see the
difficalty of making everything run ac-
curately in grooves at all times. No!
you must do the best yon can under the
circumstances, and with the men you
have, and with the surroundings of the
moment. We have tried to do that with
regard to the recent chauges. How can
it be objectionable to Sir Jobhn
Macdonald to have a French-speak-
ing member of this House a member of
the Government ? What earthly objection
could he have to it? How much more
likely that he would be glad to have it
so, and what an advantage it would be
to my hon. friend (Mr. Aikins) and my-
self. But you cannot always do what you
wish or what you think best. 1
 hope the time will come when such an
arrangement can be made as was done
in the past by the Government of which
1 was a member before 1873, and by the
late Administration, and was done with
great convenience. The hon. member
would bardly be more pleased than T
would be; it was an arrangement
franght with manifest convenience to
the. business of this House. 1
quite acknowledge and admit it
and I regret that we have not it at this
moment ; but to complain that it is in-
justice to the French Canadian popula-
tion is unreasonable.  Itis an inconve-
nience to those gentlemen who speak that
language in this House, an inconve-
nience which I would fain see remedied,
and which, without going further and
saying more than it would be proper to
say, 1 have done my hest to remedy. 1
hope the time will come when 1t
will be vremedied. I rvegret that
my hon. friend feels the inconve-
nience so deeply. I hope the explanation
will show that if we ave in ervor we have
not erred willingly, but that it has only
been forced upon us by civcumstances,
and that we uve quite veady to repent,
and do otherwise, when the circum-
stances of the hoar, and the will of that
power which contrcls ministries combine
to enable us to do so. :

Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—I wish to
make a few remarks on this question
before the Address is passed, but I may
say that after the singular interlude that
has just occupied an hour and a-balf of

the time of the House, I feel myself
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certainly not in a position to resume this
debate at present. It is rather difficult
to recall the attention of the House to
the subject of the evening’s discussion
after the interruption we have listened
to; that interruption may have been
necessary, but T must say, under the cir-
cumstances, I think it would be becom-
ing on the part of the Government to
allow an adjournment of the debate.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—
We wish to get through the debate this
evening, in order to allow papers in con-
nection with, the Pacific Railway con-
tract to be laid on the table of the
House on Mounday, otherwise we might
be detained for several days.

Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—I lis-
tened with keen attention to the speeches
of the two gentlemen who introduced the
Address in this Houase this afternoon—
the hon. mover and the hon. seconder—
and I may say I was highly pleased with
their speeches, as much so as could pos-
sibly be expected from a member of the
Opposition. T could not, certainly, coin-
cide with all the views they expressed,
but I could do so with a great many of
them. At all events, I can bear testi-
mony to the eloquence of their addresses.
I cannot agree with the view taken by
the hon. member from Arichat, that it is
unusual and contrary to British parlia-
mentary practice to offer criticisms upon
the speeches of lon. gentlemen under
these circumstances. It may be true,
as the hon. gentleman stated, that in the
Irmperial Parliament it is not the practice
to. criticise very severcly the mover
and = seconder of the Address, but
my hon. friend has lost sight of the
fact that in the British Parliament the
Address is moved and seconded by new
members—men recently returned by the
people, or recently assuming a seat in
the House of Lords, consequently the
analogy does not apply in this case, more
particularly so as the mover of the Ad-
dress announced himwself to this House
not as a new politician—although a new
member—but, on the contrary, his
political experience went back as far
ns most of us can speak of our own,
and, therefore, it is by no means essential
that the courtesy extended to new mem-
bers who are addressing Parliament for
the first time should be extended to him.

flon. Mr. Hlaythorne.

[SENATE]
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The hon. gentleman who seconded the
Address has an experience as long, and
perhaps not less general than the hon.
gentleman who moved the Address. Al
though I have no desire in making these
remarks to criticize their speeches in an
unfriendly spirit, I must assert that they
have no right to claim immunity from
general and courteous eriticism. I wish
to say a few words upon the subject of
the harvest, which has Leen referred to
in the Speech as being a bountiful one.
I presume it has been so in most of the
provinces, but I regret that some few
words of qualificasion wers not added to
that paragraph which would have shown
the sympathy felt by the Government of
this Dominion with the people of the
Province from which I come. I regl:e‘(;
to say that we cannnt boast of an abun-
dant harvest in Prince Edward Tsland.
The wheat crop has been decidedly de-
ficient, and thé oat crop, on which a great
portion of the poorer classes of farmers
depend as their staple grain for export,
has been very poor ; part of it has beén
good, but the crop is greatly deficient,
and I cannot but thiok that, when this
paragraph is read by the people of the
| Province from which I come, it will
cause considerable regret, and will lead
them to conclude that their welfare has
been overlooked by the Government of
the Dominion. It is rather singular, T
think, that in the same paragraph, the
harvest and the commercial prosperity
are placed in such close juxtaposition,
and it would seem as if the object of the
hon. mover and seconder, in the course of
their arguments, was to show a conngc-
tion between those two. For my part,
I think the hon. gentlemen overlooked
an important factor in their arguments.
I think the hon. mover stated, and the
hon. seconder also, thas there had been
good harvests in Canada before [(no
doubt there had), and yet Canada
was not. prosperous, the inference being
that the wanr of prosperit; was due'to
the ahsence of the National Policy. Bat
now Canada is prosperous ; she has tha
Na'ional Policy, and has enjoyed a good
harvest, and the inference is that the
National Policy has largely contributed
to that prosperity. But 'both the hom.
mover and the hon. seconder of the
Address omitted to state that under Mr.

| Mackenzie's Administration one of the
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mast important of our industries—the
- mogtrimportant perbaps after agriculture,
the ‘;lumber trade—was languishing to a
o8t extraordinary degree. We all saw
in our daily rambles about the capital
the vast piles of unsold luniber standing
in the owners' yards; we saw the idle
{_l;ills,‘ and we knew that for yews that
ndustry was practically perishing. Upon
7’:}",“5 did that depression depend? Did
it grise from any fault of the Govern-
ment?  Not at all ; it depended on the
Qgral‘yzed condition of trade inthe United
States, over which we had no control.
We might have good harvests, but that
would not set the lumber trade in motion
Agan ; neither would it set the other in-
“ustries in motion which were also in a
‘Zprmanb condition in the United States,
nd, consequently, we were deprived of
the markets for our lumber: but, when-
¢ver eircumstances occurred such as have
tuken place during the past year—and T
4y .88y two or three preceding years of
scarcity in Europe, the last season espe-
¢ially—an active demand arose in Europe
in‘__Americgm corn, and it was evident
ﬂ?’f‘t that 4}emaml was likely to continue
for some time. Then American industry
W38 at once set in motion, and thera was
agam a demand for our lumber. The
result has been a return of prosperity ;
bat to assume that the National Policy
has'  actually  contributed in

98 ' an

" materlal  degree  to  that p'rog-
perity, I think is  an  assnmption
Wikast p sragraph In

b2 v0of. The next paragraph i
.‘1?)6 Speech vefers to the iti;goi‘tgntpq&e:
tion which has brought us here, but I
am happy to find that in a general way
Abroughout the debate very little refer-
<nce has been made to the details of this
new contract. Of course everybody felt
$hat until the terms were before the
slature it wanld be idle to attempt a

%Bbau;on t,‘uqm. I do not think the
crovernment, in calling Parliament to-

gether at this particular time, has acted

In a manner to entitle them to praise. Tt

18 uwrged in this House—I think
Ahe hon. gentleman from  Arichat
_ugged in defence of the course of the
[Goyernment his belief that they had
_summpned Parliament as soon ns the
coutract had been finally completed.
Thab may be so, but I do think it would
gliagg been far more satisfactory to Par-
Jiament and to the country generally had
Hon. Mr. Haythorne.
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the terms of the contract been made
public, so that the people would have
bad an opportunity of discussing the
matter face to face with their represen-
tatives - before leaving for their parlie-
mentary duties. The Government would
then have taken into their councils, not
merely the members of Parliament and
Senators, but also the people. "As it is
now, and as my hon. friend the leader
of the Opposition in this House has
stated, this matter will probably be de-
cided upon before u large majority of the
people of the Dominion are aware of
the exact terms of this great contract,
which is to bind them and their children
to so gigantic an undertakiug. This was
an error, a grave error, that they did not

| make the terms of this contract known

hefore summoning Parliament, or, at all
events, contemporanecusly with the
summoning of Parliament. I do not
believe that the course they have pur-
gued is that which would be adopted
under the move modern practice of Bri-
tish Governments and British Parlia-
ments. My impression is that in Greaf
Britain the course now more generally
adopted Ly governments is to give full
publicity ~ to questions of national
importance; and, if I remember rightly,
when Lord Beaconsfield made the pur-
chase of the Suez Canal shares
he made no secret of it; the terms
of the contract were made known at the
earliest possible date, and I think that
everybody who concerns himself at all
with the course of public affairs in Eng-
land must agree that in’ all quarters—in
the public press, and amongst statesmen
in and out of Parliament—there is a uni-
versal demand that that extrewe reti-
cence which used to preval in- the
management of public affairs in former
times should no longer continue. I
think that any person who takes the
trovble to inform himself on these affairs
will take that view of the case. I say
nothing about the inconvenience of this
early session. I have always considered
that when a man becomes a mempber of
Parliament, or accepts a seat in the
Senate, it is his duty to hold himself
prepared to appear here and do his daty
and remain here just as long as the pub-
lic service requires his attendance. For
my part if it is necesrary to do without
the usual festivities of Christmas and
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New Year's, I am prepared to stay here
and do my work as long as the Govern-
men$ require my services. I observe a
little further on in the Speech a para-
graph respecting the Intercolonial Rail-
way and the Prince Edward Island
Railway, which will require a few
remarks from me. I felt it my duty last
year, in consequence of a paragraph in
the Speech with which Parliament was
opened last session, to make some reflec-
tions on the management of the Inter-
colonial Railway.
rmembers from the Maritime Provinces,
had recently performed a journey on that
‘road, and we all had complaints of more
or less gravity as ‘to the state of things
on that line. Some of us complained of
accidents to wheels, some of .cars off the
track, and some of one thing and some
of another. There certainly was saffi-
vient cause to criticize, and criticize with
some severity, that paragraph of last
vear's Speech which claimed credit
for the good management of the Inter-
colonial Railway; but I can coincide
with the view expressed by my hon.
friend from Halitax, that on this occasion,
I for one, have found. the line of the
‘Intercolonial Railway, as far as a passen-
ger can judge of these things, in admir-
able order, and I have no fault to find
with its management on the present
occasion.  If there is anything that

requires notice, it is that the staff]

chargeable with the transfer of luggage
is rather inadequate, but the road appears
to be in a most excellent condition. I
wish I could, consistently with my duty,
speak in terms equaily agreeable to the
Government upon the state of the Prince
Edward Island Railway, but that I can-
not do. Credit has been taken by the
Government for the economy that has
been produced in the management of
that road. They say * You will be glad
to Jearn that the measures adopted to
promote economy in the working of the
Intercolonial and Prince Edward -Island
Railways have resulted in a large reduc-

tion of the difference between revenuc.

and expenditure.” Now, hon. gentlemen,
that clause is skilfully worded, I admit,
but at the same time I cannot agree thav
any credit. is due to the Government for
reducing expenditure upon the road pro
vided they fail to maintain the perma-
nent way in safe working condition.
Hon. Mr. Ilaythorne.
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I, and many other,

Aduress.

It may be, as the Government state iix
that clause, that they have reduced the
expenditure on that road, but havethey
maintained its efficiency? There's the
point. Now, I have positive proof to
bring before this House that its efficiency
has not been preserved ; on the contrary,
that the roadway was reduced to such
condition as to result in a most seriots
disaster this last summer. A train got
off the track and was completely smashed
up, and a considerable portion of the line
was torn up, and several passengers ware-
most grievously mutilated. There wete
men on the train at that time who have
searcely recovered ; in fact one of them
I kunow has not recovered from  the’
effects of that accident to this day, and’
probably never will. A sort of inguiry’
was held at the -time, I believe, under’
the superintendence of the management.
of the road, and the witnesses produced
were all employees on the road. They
all declared that the line was in exoel:
lent order, with one exception. There
was one person who did make a sugges-'
tion. I donot know as it is necessary
to give his name, but that gentleman do-
clared that the accident must have arigen
from defective sleepers. I think that I
am warranted in saying that it did
occur from defective sleepers or ties.
That accident occurred within a couple:
of miles of my residence, and as soon . as
T heard of it, I made it my business to
inspect the road, and it was only two or
three days after the accident that I
visited the spot.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE
Who was that road made by ¢ '

Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE —1¢t ‘waq
made by a contracting firm numed Sevi-
ber and Burpee, o

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE--
Was it not built by the Prince Edwarid
Island Government ?

Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—It was.
built for the Prince Edward Lsland Gov-
ernment by Messrs. Scriber and Burpee.
What I wish to say is this : that the ac..
cident was clearly traceavle to defectivy:
sleepers. 1 examined them wmyself, and
from my own observation I can state:.
positively—although, of course, my-oh-
servation goes for no more than that of
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a private individual-—that the sleepers
in'ithe immediate vicinity of the spot,
when that accident occurred, were in a
defective . condition ; and any govern-
went who would knowingly tolerate such
a condition of things as that, are directly
responsible for the lives and safety of
the psople of the Province from

which- I come who have to
travel. over that iailway, I do
nok - 8ay - anything as yet, mor

::yne Ifo‘:r:;;ﬂﬂ the papers, which I shall
; 16 proper time, come down
. ;v!kather izhe' failare to remove defective
eepers lies at the doors of the local
management or of the Government. An
t_xtensxve renewal of sleepers has taken
place on different parts of the road since

that time. T cannos state to what extent.

this has betn done, but probably the
papers which will be laid npon the table
before the session “closes will elucidate
that point. I can state that the road from
?ﬁ_ln_lottetown to Georgetown is in very
air order, and there have been large
renswals on the road since that accident
ceourred. Now, hon. gentlemen, if the
agent of a house proprietor, for example,
;Vel‘e to boast to his principal that he
]H_!d_ effected a counsiderable increase in
118 Tental, and if that agent had allowed
the roof trees of the dwellings under his
chirge to decay through -inattention,
would he be “entitled to praise for his

;nahagemen t, or would it be thought that
tli?i:;' doing his employer justice? 1
inent are not entitled to  credit for
coonamy when they are allowing the
roadway of the Island Railway to fall
into decay. I would hear with great
satisfaction of any measure coming for-
ward that would place the Civil Service
?nl & good footing. T think the success-
u&rt carrying on of the public de-
Snd Ments depends on the efficiency
uid:. permanency of those employed
in  the Civil - Service. I could
quote some high authovities in proof of
that assertion, but T decline to do 80 on
acoount of the lnteness of the hour and
the length of thisdebate, T think if the
Government will bring forward such re-
form as will place that service on a per-
mavent and ‘efficient footing, they will
bo-doing a lasting service to the Do-
minion, and T, for one, will be prepared
to give them credit for taking a step in
Hon. Afr. Haythorne.
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not, and I think that the Govern-|
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the right direction. ‘T'here is a paragraph
in the Speech with reference to the tariff
and the revenue. I could join in the
congratulations which are claimed from
Parliament upon this subject if a small
portion of that paragraph were omitted.
It is there stated that:—

« It will be satisfactory to you to know that.
the existing tariff has not only promoted the
manufactures and other products of the
country, but has so far increased the revenuea-
of the Dominion as to place it beyond doubt
that the receipts of the current fiscal year will
be in excess of the expenditure chargeable to
Consolidated Revenue.”

Now, the latter part of that paragrapk
is a matter upon which we might fuirly
congratulate ourselves, although our
congratulations would be more therough
and more complete provided the revenuo:
had been raised by duties only calculated
to raise revenue, and not to protect
raanufacturers. 1t speaks of having
promoted the manufactures of the
country, but I very much doubt whether
there is any reason to congratulate the
country on the success of manufactnres
promoted in the manner the paragraph
describes, because.every additional profit
made by the manufacturers is evidently
mude at the expense of the people of those
provinces who could have provided
themselves with thie articles that they
required untier & revenue tariff on cheaper
and more beneficial terms than under
the National Policy. I notice that
in - the - French rendering of " the
Speech the  word * favorise” has been
used; a term more analogous to protec-
tion than the word * promoted,” used in
the English edition. I feel, hon. gen-
tlemen, that to occupy your time any
longer on this occasion would only
render my remarks somewhat tedious.-
T admit, for the reasons stated in. the
beginning of my address, that my ideas
are not a little disjointed, owing to the
interlude which occurred just befors L
rose to address you, and that being 8o
I conclude very briefly by stating my
conviction that,fortunately,the prosperity
of this country canaot be niade to depend
upon fisoal Jaws connected with the
customs. They may affect our prosperity
to a very great extent, but to shut it ous.
or stamp it down, it is beyond tiie power
of the tariff to do. Isay this because I
believe that the neighboéring Republic
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has a like experience with our own. I
have quoted before in this. House the
words of Mr. David Wells, the Commis-
‘sioner of Revenue in the United States
wpon an occasion somewhat similar
to this in the history of his country.
Congress had established a strongly pro-
toctive system—stronger than  that
which exists in Canuda. Mr. Wells, in
his report to Congress on the state of the
revenue, said, in some such words as
these, which I may quote again. in this
House if I hear it asserted, as I have
beard it to-night, that the National
Policy is the canse of the measure of
prosperity  that we now enjoy:
¢ Throughout the length and breadth of
the United States, from east to west,
trom north to south, prosperity prevails,
abundance of employment for labor and
-abundance of employment for capital.
Kverything prospered ; but,” he added,
*¢ this prosperity is due to the inherent
-energies of the people and natnral re-
sources of the country, and not to legis-
Jation.” I say the same here to-night,
and I shall close my remarks with these
important words of Mr. Wells.

The motion was agreed to.

Ordered that the said Address be pre-
sented to His Excellency the Governor-
General by such members of the House
as are members of the Privy Council.

“THE PACIFIC RAILWAY CONTRACT

Hon. Mr. SCOTT inquired of the
leader of the Government what course
the Government proposed t> take to
ratify the contract with the Syndicate
who had' undertaken to construct the
‘Canadian Pacific Railway.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
the contraci would be laid on the table
of the House on Monday, accompanied
with a Bill, which would become the Act
of Incorporation if it was passed.

The Senate adjourned at 10.07 p m.

Hon, My. Haythorae.

[SENATE.]

Debates.

THE SENATY¥,
Monday, December 13th, 1880.

The Speaker took the Chair at ‘Thr.e;e‘
o’elock. ’ '

Prayers and routine proceedings.
THE PACIFIC RAILWAY.
“"HE CONTRACT WITH THE SYNDICATE. -

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL read
a Message from His Excellency the Go-
vernor General, transmitting a contraet
entered into for the construction of the
Canadian Pacific Railway, and  accom-
panying schedule, and recommending the
same for the favorable considerution of
the Senate. He said that it was his
intention to have presented these docu-
ments on Friday evening. The desire of
the Government was.to havé presented
them to both Houses simultaneously, but
up to the time that the Senate ad-
journed the debate on the Address hid
not terminated in the Lower House.
The Government, a3 represented in that
body, presented the papers that evening
hefore the adjournment. He now - laid
them, at the earliest opportunity, before
the Senate. :

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (A) “An Act respecting prize
fighting.”—(Sir Alex. Campbell.)

Bill (B) ¢ An Act to amend the law
respecting documentary evidence in cer-
tain cases.”—(Sir Alex. Campbell.)

THE SENATE DEBATES..
DELAY IN PUBLICATION.

Hon. Mr. MILLER called attontien
to the fact that only a portion of the de-
bate of Friday last appedred in this
morning’s paper. He did not know
where the fault lay; he did not say that
it rested with the reporters. Very often
it was the fault of members who, when
reports of their speeches were sent to

| them for revision, failed to return them

to the repotters in time for publication.
He (Mr. Miller) had made ita hahit
when 1eports of his speeches were sent
to him torevise them promptly and re-
turn them as soon as possible to the
reporters. He threw out this sugges-
tion at the opening of the session in the
hope that affairs might be managed more
pleasantly than last session,
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Hon. Mr. DICKEY thought that his
hon. friend Lad furnished the key to the
délay that had occurred—it wus the re-
sult of members not returning the reports
of their speeches in time for prompt
publication, He (Mr. Dickey) hap-
pened to know that in this instance the
report had been delayed from this cause.

e hon. Senator from Ottawa inight be
able to explain whether it was s or not.

Hon. Mr. SCoTT regretted if he had
hgaen the cause of retarding the gratifica-
ton of anyboq Y. He did not know that his
speech was excegdingly important,
but he hag to-day written a Dbrief para-
graph and furnished it to the reporters
mn h.eu of the full report of his speech,
and In fature he would act upon that
pnngnple and give no cause 1or complaint.
Having delivered 2 speech, he did not

want to read iy again ; it had wob that
attraction to Lim, :

Hon. Mr. BE
ber of the Deby
that such delay
avoidable, and

LLEROSE, as 4 mem-
tes Committee, thought
S would at times be un-
and that they ought not to be
to the reporters, but to cer.
“mbers of the House, who were
the cause of them. As for the members
from Quebec, who spoke in French, de-
Ay wasg unavoidable, owing to the diffi-
<ulty they eXperienced from having no
Their specches had
d delay necessarily
cause, It was not
members to revise
8peeches, but the

rom  that
only the practice for
the reports of their
reporters were require
their contract, to give Senators opportun-
ity for such revision, and to wait until
the reports were returned to them for
Publication. Members could not at all

t Y to read the manuseript
olf; “their speeches when it was sentio
them. They hgq meetings of comnittees
%o attend and other,duties to discharge,
which often prevented them from re-

vising the reports jn time to have them.
. #ent to the printer, :

-stances thece s 3 no complaints
It was the result of the syste pd 1
_ } te
by the House and of ¢ s ot o

4 € terms of the
- contract with the reporters, ;

The subject then dropped.

Hon. Mr. Dicley.

d, by the terms of
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THE PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND JUDGES.
REPLY TO A QUESTION.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL de-
sired,before the adjournment of the House,,
to reply to a question which had been.
asked last session by the hon. Senator
from Prince Edward Island (Mr. Hay-
thorne) as to the judges' salaries. He
had promised that the matter should
engags the consideration of the Govern-
ment. Since last session the Govern-
rment had censidered the subject, and
would be prepared, during the present
session, to submit to Parliament a revi-
sion and readjustment of the salaries of
some of the judges of the Maritime Pro-
vinces. :

.

The Senate adjourned at 3.30 p.in.

THE SENATE,
Tuesdwy, December 1.4th, 1880.
The Speaker took the Chair at 3.20
p.n.
Prayers and routine proceedings.
THE STANDING COMMITTEES.
THE LIBRARY.
Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL
moved the appointment of the fullowing

Senators to the Joint Committee on the
Library of Parliament :—

Hon. D. L. Macpuersox, Spegker,

N and Hon. Messrs. -

Alexander, Fabro,
Allan, Haythome,
Almon, Montgomery,
Baillargeon, Odell,
Boucherville, De, Reesor,
Bourinot, Ryan,
Campbell (Sir Alex.), Scott,
Chapais, Stevens,
Christie, Trude), and
Cornwall, Wark.

The motion was agreed to.
THE PRINTING OF PARLIAMENT,-

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBILL
moved the appointment of the following
Senators to the Joint Committee on tho
Printing of Parliament :—

Hon. Messrs.

Aikins, McClelan (Hopewell),
Brouse, Macfarlane,

Bureau, N orthwood,
Cochranc, Odell,

Fabre,

Reesor,
.
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Ferrier, Simpson, and
Haythorne, Wark. !
Kaulbach,

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL
moved the appointment of the following

Committees of the Senate ;—
STANDING ORDERS AND PRIVATE BILLS,

Hon. Messrs.
Aikins, Grant,
Almon, (tuevremont,
Archibald, Haythorne,
Armand, Howlan,
RBellerose, Macfarlane,
Botsford, Montgomery,
Bourinot, Nelson,
Boyd, Odell,
Brouse, Paquet,
Campbell (8ir Alex), Pelletier,
Carvell, Power,
Christio, Pozer,
Cornwall, Read,
Dever, Reesor,
Dickson, Scott,
Ferrier, Sutherland,
£lint, I'rudel, and
(tirard, Vidal.
Glasier,

BANXKING AND COMMERCE.

Hon. Messrs.
Aikins, Hope,
Allan, Lewin,
Archibald, McMaster,
Bellerose, Miller,
Benson, Paquet,
Botsford, Pelletier,
Boucherville, De Ryan,
Boyd, Simpson,
Campbell ,Sir Alex, Skead,
Chinic, Smith,
Cochrane, Thibaudecant,
Yerrier, ‘I'rudel,
Gibbs, Vidal, and
Hamilton (Inkerman), Wark.
H{amilton (Kingston),

RAILWAYS, TELEGRAPHS AND HARBORS,
Hon. Messrs.

Alexandcr, Kaulbach,
Allap, Loonard,
Boucherville, De, . Macdonald,
Boyd, McLelan(ZLondonderry),
Rureauy, Montgomery,
Campbell, Sir Alex.,  Muirhead,
Carvell, Nelson,
Chapais, Paquet,
Christie, Power,
Cochrane, Price,
Cornwall, Ryan,

Dickey, Scott,
Ferguson, Skead,

Ferrier, Stevens,

ibbs, Sutherland, and
Hamilton (lnkerman), Vidal.

Hon. Sir. Alex. Cumpbell.
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Senalor Christie

CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS..
Hon. Messrs.

Alexander, McClelan (Iopewell),
Armand, McLelan(Londonderry )y
Botsford, Macfarlane,

Bull, McMaster,
Campbel], Sir Alex., Miller,

Chatffers, Nelson,

Cormier, Penny,

Dickey, Pozer,

Dickson, Read,

Dumouchel, Ryan,

Girard, Scott,

Grant, Skead, and
Hamilton (Inkerman), Smith.

Leonard,

REPORTING DEBATES.

Hon, Sir, ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that since he had given notice of the

‘proposed Committee on the Reporting of

the Debates, some of the gentlemeu
whose names appeared in it had stated

they prgferred not to act on the Com-

mittee. He therefore moved that the
order be discharged.

The motion was agreed to.
The Senate adjourned at 4 p.m.

THE SENATE,
Wednesday, December 15th, 1830,

The Speaker took the chair at 3.3¢
van.

Prayers and routine prooeedings.

_BILL INTRODUCED.

Bili (C) “ An Act to amend Chapter
15, 39 Vict., 1876, intituled ¢ An Act to
make provision for the crossing of navi-
gable waters by railway and other road
companies incorporated under provincial
Acts.” "—(8ir Alex. Campbell.)

DEATH OF BENATOR CHRISTIE.
MOTION.

The SPEAKER informed the House:
hat he had received a telegram announ-
cing the death of the Hon. Mr. Christie
to-day. .

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I am sure we ali
feel deeply grieved at'the melancholy in-
telligence that His Honor the Speaker
has conveyed to the members of this-
House. The late gentleman filled im-
portant positions in this country, havinyg
been, T believe, first elected to the old
Parliament of Canada in 1851, and
consecutively since that period oceu-
pied a jposition in one or other .
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branch of . the Legislature.  The
<deceased  gentleman also held the
position of Privy Councillor, having
been sworn in in 1874, He was my
predecessor in the office of Secretary of
. State, and subsequently occupied the po-
sition which you mow fill. 'We all re-
member that, althongh loyal to his party ;
although having strong teelings of alle-
giance to those with whom he was in
sympathy, politically, during his incum-
Lency of that chair, his decisions were
aeceived in this House as comingfrom one
:3130 pronounced them judicially. [
: lnnk I express the opinion of every gen-
tleman here, that he did all in his power,
with the elear judgment that Providence
dad blessed him, to act honorably, fairly
and with integrity while he oceupied the
Pposition of Speaker of this House. He
bad filled other positions, perhaps of ‘not
equal importance, yet scarcely second to
those, having been'devoted to the eleva-
_tion of the Proviace of Ontario in the
science of agriculture. Eminently suc-
c&esful. i that pursuit, he engrofted his
‘UWI Views on men who are now leading
tillers of the soil in Ontario. I think he
was the first President of the Agricultu-
ral Association and Boavd of Arts, and,
from its inception down to his latest
ln'eatb,‘hxs heart was in the development
of tha§ important branch of industry in
Ol}tan .. 1 am aware that it is the rule in
thisChamber that, whena departure takes

place pmong the members of the Senate,

it i&"ot customary, of late ye:
adjournment to"a' moved.y wi?éézl;::
considering* the  exceptional position
which the deceased gentlewan occupied—
that of having filled the chair in this
body—I think the rule might, with all
Propriety, on the present occasion, be
departed from, and I am quite sure that
this Chamber will mark its feeling of
r.e‘gret _8t the loss it has sustained by
-I{‘vl.ogmmg out of respect for his memory.
M .l: ht' e0 brief observations, I move

hat this House do adjourn out of respect
t0 t.he' memory of the late Hon. David
Christie.

. Hon, Sir .ALEX. CAMPBELL, in
2 few words full of sympathy, seconded
the motion and suggested that as Mr
(Christie had been the Speaker of the
Senate, two members of the House should
attend the funeral on behalf of the
Senate, ' . :

Hon. M. Scott.

[Deceuser 16, 1820.]

1 moved
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Hon. Mr.* SCOTT accepted the sug-
gestion.

The motion was amended accordingly,
and agreed to. S

The Senate adjonrned at 3.50 pm. .

THE SENATE,
. Thursday, December 16th, 1880.
The Speaker took the chair at 3.30
o'clock. o
Prayers and routine proceedings. -
DEATH OF SENATOR CHRISTIE.

The SPEAKER notified the House
that he had named the Hon. Messrs.
Scott and Hope, as representatives of the

1 Senate to attend the funeral of the late

Hon. David Christie.
TEMPERANCE LEGISLATION.
INQUIRY,

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE inquired
whether, in view of the decision given
by the Supreme Court, as to the uncon-
stitutionality of thelaws passed by the
Local Legislatures prohibiting the sale
of intoxicating liquors, it i3 the intention
of the Government to bring in a measure
on the subject 1

" Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL-It
is not the intention of the Government
to bring in & measure upon this subject.

1The hon. gentlenun suppcses that the

appeal has been decided, but I am in-
formed that it has not, but that it is to
be taken to England.

THE SENATE DEBATES.

<THE STANDING COMMITTEE APPOINTED.

low. Sir ALEX., CAMPBELL
that the Hon. Maessieurs
Brouse, DeBoucherville, Mac-
farlane, Scott, Thibaudeau and Vidal
be appointed. a committee to .. in-
quire into the best means to be adopted
to obtain correct reports of the debates
and proceedings of the Senate, and for
the publication of the same, and to’

Boyd,

report from time to time their
views to the House. He =said
that he had given notice of

the re-appointment of the old committee,
but was informed on the part of some of
the members that they would rather
have a new committee struck, in order
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to get rid of and ferget the troubles of
last year ; and he thought, himself, thac
this was the better course to -tuke.
Since then it had been suggested that as
Mr. Thibaudean was not often present,
the name of another French Canadian
wember should be added to the commit-
tee. Hon. Mr. Chapais’ name had been
suggested. e (Sir Alex. Campbell)
would be very glad to have that gehtle.
inan on the committee. Since then the
hon. member from DeLanaudiere, who
had been on the committee before, had
expressed a desire to serve upon it again ;
and, as far as he (Sir Alex. Campbell)
was concerned, he had no objection to
add his name too. Hon. Mr. Hope had
also been mentioned ; so he proposed to
add the names of the Hon. Messrs. Belle-
rose, Chapais and Hope.

Hon. Mr. CHAPAIS—T should pre-
fer not to serve on the committe:,  Take
Mr. Bellerose.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELLmoved
that Hon. Messis. Bellerose and Hope
be added to the committee.

Hon. Mr. MTLLER said if a new
committee was to be appointed, he did
not see why the hon. Senator from
De Lanaudiere should depart from the
understanding which the House had
arrived at a day or two ago. He did
not see why any particular individual of
the old committee was to be appointed on
the new one. He (Mr. Miller) thought,
himself, it -would be a _good idea to sub-
stitute a new committee for the old one.
But the suggestion should be carvied out
in its entirety.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
hig impression had been that thereshould
be an entirely new committee, but as the
hon. Senator from De Lanaudiere wished
to have bis name added to it, he had
stated that he had no objection. The
object of appointing a new committee
was, that the troubles of lust session and
the previous one might be altogether
forgotten.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE consider-
el it but mnatural that the old
committee should be re-appointed,
as had been done in the case
of all the other committees. But
when the hon. Postmaster-General rose
in his place the other day, and said
Ilon. Sir Alex. Campbell.
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thut two or three members had asked not
to be appcinted to that committee, and
that he would ask the House, therefore,
to withdraw the motion, he (Mr.
Bellerose,) translating that statement into
Frencl, could give but one interpretation
to the words of the leader of the House,
that another notice of motion wonld be
given with - the numes of those who did
not wish to serve, strack out, and re:
placed by the names of others. But it
seemed, from the observations made
the bon. Senator opposite (Mr. Miller)
that he himself had suggested another
course.

Hon. Mr. MILLER denied that he
had said anything of the kind. He
had stated that he agreed with the sug-
gestion of the hon. Postmaster-General.
He (Mr. Miller) did not wish to serve
hinself. -

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE said the hon.
gentleman had stated that the Post-
master-General ought to stick to whas
had been decided upon. s

Hon. Mr. MILLER— Suggested,” ¥
said.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE contended
that if the hon. Senator fromn Richmond
(Mr. Miller) did not wish to serve on
the Committee he should withdraw, but
the whole Comumittee should not be -
wiped out because one or two of its
members wished for a change.  He (Mr.
Bellerose) did not consider it proper
that his name should be struck out
merely to plense the hou. gentleman (Mr..
Miller), who wus hiwmself always ready
to take offence at any slight which was
offered to him. The Committee had
worked havmoniously last session, the
only exception being the conflict which.
the hon. gentleman bimselt had raised
with the reporters. Was it proper that-
because he (Mr. Miller) had some feel-
ing against the reporters, the Com-
mittee was to be discharged and new
members who would suit the. hon. gen-
tleman’s tuste appointed? 1f there was
one cominittee with which the (overn-
ment onght not to meddle it was
this. Tt should be left in the hands of
the House. The money which was paid
for the reporting service was taken out
of the contingencies of the Senate, and
excepting the general supervision which
the Government wust have over all ex-
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pendiiares of. the public money, they
?!lonl(_l- fiot interfere with this matter.
The House had, by a unanimous vote,
expressed itself favorable to the commit-
tee, and there was nothing therefore, to
Justify the Government in adopting the
course :which .they were now following.
The proof that it was not the House that
demanded this change. was, that the
Hon. Postmaster-General had of his own
miotioli' given notice to reappoint the old
cammittee, and it had evidently been
withdrawn at the request of somebody.

whliiani].l\d[_r. MILLER said that nothing
N ad fallen from Lim justified the
em:;}‘ks of ?he hon. Senator from DeLa-
;la,‘.l lere. There certainly was nothing
0 Justify his misrepresentation of facts
]w;hwh o'nght to be within his knew-
tf;)dge. _The hon. gentleman had stated
at this new departure had been made
ac his (Mr. Miller's) instigation. How
dq!;q lie make such an assertion without
:}xl tltf:Ie of evidence to support it! When
'e_ did <o he only placed his statements
gencrally ‘in a position not to entitle
them to a great deal of credence by those
who heard them. 'The hon. gentleman
;.bought Peoper to say that there had
'een. uo trouble in the committee last
3\ ear, except what he (Mr. Mitler) made.
Yhetlfer the hon. gentleman agreed
;vnbh lm}l or not, he was not going, by a
fot::) vzcg, to:prevgnt. 'him {(Mv. Miller)
o rishitmg his objections or vindicating
- g‘ ks upon the. floox' of. this House.
Vith all thé aggressiveness and inclina-
tion to be disagreeable which the hon.
gentleman had on  former oecasions
shown towards him and others, he would
meet Liin (Mr. Bellerose) on this or any
oll';her ground which he might take in
the « Benate, m any spivit he thought
yl?:{)?h o evince. 1t was a  fact
llvleasanzm had been a great deal of un-
. dfGEImg in the committes last
vear, and that he (Mr. Biller), for
reasons which he would not now state
was obliged to bring any grievances in
_connection with the repo\-tbing which he
had to complain of before the Se;mte
and not béfore the committes, The hon,
gentleman- stated that . tha House was
satisfied with the method of* veportin
last year ; that statement was not eof
rect.  fle (Mr. Miller) desired to sny
nothing on this occasion sgainst the
Hon. Mr. Bellerose. i

[DeceupER 16, 1 880.]

eader of the Government.
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ability and faithfulness of the reporters.. |
But the system was not what it should
be, and ought to be cbanged. Sugges-
tions to thut effect bad been made last.
session, not only by himself, but by the-
The hon..
Senator from Londonderry, and other-
members of the Senate who frequently
took ‘part in its debates, and whose-
opinions were entitled to respect, had
suggested that some change should be-
made in the system of reporting, and
that a plan should be adopted similar to-
that which wus now working so success-
fully in the liouse of Commons. The
day after the debate on the Address in
that body took place a full report of
it was in the hands of »members,
and the press on both sides of jolitics.
complimented the House of Commons.
on the great improvement they had
introduced into their system of report-
ing. He thought it would be well if -
new committee, free from any partiality
for the old system and from the un-
fortunate personal unpleasantness of
last year, should be appointed, who
would be ready to adopt any improve-
ment which the experience of the other-
House might show to be desirable. It
was useless for the hon. Senator from
DeLanaudiere to say that he (Mr. Miller).
was the only one dissatisfied last session.
Others had ‘been dissatisfiad, and the
hop. gentleman wight some day find
that it would be:just as unpleasant for

‘him if others agsuwed & position such as

he was adopting to-day, and by which

'any member might be placed at a dis-

advantage in refercuce to any public
question. The principle having been
laid down that a new committee was to
be struck, there was nothing offensive in
making the change, and it was not”
usual for a member to force himself

‘upon a committee where a’ course like:

this wus deemed necessary from any
cause.  The "suggestion ot the hon.
Postinaster-General was a good and
salitary one and likely to prove bene-
ficial to the House and to the reporting
service.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL was
very sorry that there should be any un-
friondly feeling aboud this matter. 1t
wus only a domestic arrangement for the
parpose of having their debates reported,.
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and surely it could be disposed of with-
out unpleasantuess. The reason of the
change was thal there had been sowe
unpleasantness on the committee, and
some gentlemen did not desire to serve
on it again. Then it occurred to him
that it would be better to change it al-
together—take a fresh departure, and
let. bygones be bygones; that a new
committee would have an opportunity
of uscertaining without being influenced
by prejudices and past differences what
was the best course to be pursued with
vegard to the reporting, because there
could be no comfort to the House in per-
petual wrangle over those small matters.
He thought from the position taken by
Xis hon. friend from De Lanaudiere (Mr.
Bellerose) " the better plan would be to
adhere strictly to the form of procedure,
and move the resolution just as it was,
allowing the hon. gentleman to have
some further motion made hereafter npon
the subject, if he so desired.

Hon. Mr. CHAPAIS declined to
serve on the committee.

Hon. Mir. BELLEROSE said that
he had no intention eof provoking
the hon. gentleman frem Richmond,
ag he knew it was a serious watter, and
he did not wish to have him repeat the
wcenes of last year in this House. How-
ever, if there had been difficulties on the
committee, they were of a trifling char-
acter, and the only serious trouble was
that which had occurred once in this
Chamber. The House could judge of it
because every hon. member was present
when the attack was made by the hon.
Senator from Richmond upon the re-
porters. As to the question before the
House, he did not intend to oppose the
motion of the hon. Postmaster-General.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD said, as a
member who had served two years on the
Debates Committee, he had on all occa-
sions endeavored to carty out the views
-of the House rather than his own, and he
thought it was very unfair to cast a re-
flection on that committee. The names
of the old committee had been entirely
.onitted from the new one because one or
two members were supposed to differ in
.opinion from the others. In all com-
mittees there were difficulties, and it was
well, perhaps, that there should be differ-
«ences of opinion, but he hoped that the

Hon. Sir Alex. Campbell,
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Government would not cast a reflection
on the members of the old committee as
not having done their duty.

Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD, as a member
of the former committee, did not feel that
this was a reflection upon them. Under
the circumstances ke approved of the ap-
pointment of a mnew committee, as he
thought it way perhaps the best way to
get over the difficulty.

Hon. Mr.,. HAYTHORNE' said that

he had been placed on the committee two-

years ago when the change took place.
Though having no acquaintance with the
subject, he had assumed the duty of
serving upon the committee, and he had
endeavored to discharge his duty in.an
efficient manner. He had heard no
complaint in that commitiee that the re-
porting of this House was inefficiently,
inadequately or improperly performed.
On the contrary, he thought there wus &
general feeling of satisfaction at the

manner 1in  which it was done.
There wight lave leen one or
two who expressed dissent ; but

on both sides of the House there
was a general feeling that the reporting
was promptly, efficiently and accurately
pertormed. That being so it seemed
strange that a committee who had dis-
charged their duty so efficiently should
be summarily dismissed.

Hon. Sic ALEX. CAMPBELL—Not
ab all. :

Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE considered
that the committee who had charge of
the debates had one of the most import-
ant duties that had to be performed in

the Senate, for in their hands
were the liberties of this House.

Unless these debates were accurately
reported and  promptly  published
they might as well close their doors. To
what purpose should he or any other
hon, member vise in his place and bring
some abuse or some malpractice which
prevailed in his own province to the
notice of the House, supposing it were
in the power of any reporter or any
committee to alter, amend or abbreviate
that hon. gentleman’s speecht The
special point which had given so much
satisfaction on both sides of this House
with reference to the reporting had been
the accuracy with which the speeches
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had been recorded and the promp-
titude with which they had been
published and put in circulation
throughout the country. He hoped that
the new committee, whatever course
they might adopt with regard to the
publishing and printing, would, on no
ground, consent to the curtailment,
abbreviation or alteration of the speeches
made in this House, for if they did, he
for one, and he believed others would
also feel themselves irresponsible for
any reports of their speeches which
might be published. :

'HOX.L Mr. KAULBACH had no
objection to have his name struck from
the committee, ‘'but no reason had been
given for taking this mew departure.
Instriking other committees the practice
was that when any member did not wish
toserve on it, he expressed his desire to be
relieved of the duty, and some other
member was named in his stead. 1t was
statod that a new committee had been
agreed upon, by whom he did not know.
Of course it was the right of the
leader of the Government to name
the committecs, but if there was
any one committee which should be
directly within the control of the House
1t was this. He did pot know of any dis-
cord in the old committee which would
Justify this change. Their recommenda-
tions had met wisth the approval of the
majority of the House. The reporting
of ?he dehates of the Senate had been
satisfactorily performed. He balieved it
was essential that the reporting should
be in extenso, and he conenrred in - the
opinion of the hon. Senator op-
posite (Mr. Haythorne) that it
wes important the reasons which
mﬁu’egweq the Senate in amending
Ol'mr:ieetml% measures from the Lower

od o reporters should be given
the liberty to furnish ideas for any gem-
ber who addreised the louse. Every
Senator should be responsible for his
utterances, and it should not ke in the
power of any reporter to curtail or
modify them in giving them to the coun-
try. The practice had been in appoint-
ing committees, to select members who
took an interest in and were specially
qualified to deal with the subjects which
were likely to come before thém. Among

the members appointed to this new com-’

- Hon. Mr. Haythorne.

[DecemBER 16, 1880.]
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mittee was the hon. leader of the Opposi-

tion, who had plainly told the House the

other day that the cause of the delay in
publishing the debate on the Address
was his neglect to revise the report of his

own ‘speech, and his dirinclination to.
have it printed. The Government should
choose such members as not only took a

prominent part in the debates, but also

were interested in the publication of the

reports.  No money expended by this

branch of the Legislature was better em-
ployed than the ymall amount voted

every session for the reporting and
publication of its debates, and it would

not tend to elevate the character of
the Senate if these reports were

curtailed in any way. He hoped the

hon. Postmaster-General would add

Mr Haythorne, or some other member

who was alive to the importance of hav-

ing full reports of the debates of the

Senate, to the committee.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that the name of the hon. Senator from
De Salaberry had been proposed, and he
would therefore move that the names of
Hon. Messrs. Trudel and Hope be added
to the committee.

Hon. Mr. POWER denjed that the
House desired any change in the com-
position of this committee, or that there
was any dissatisfaction with the present
system of reporting, or the manner in
which the’ committee did its duty last
session., The recommendations of the
committee had been adopted without
division by the House, and no dissatis-
faction had been expressed. He admit-
ted tbat there had besn some personal
feeling in the committee, but net so
much among its members as between
one of its members and the reporters ;
and until about the close of the session
there had been no personal feelingamongst
the members of the Committee at all.
He (Mv. Power) had no desire to serve
on the committee this session, but he
thought it unwise to remove all the old
and experienced members. The subject
of reporting the debates was a very im-
portant one. It was a matter of some
delicacy and a little intricate, and there
should therefore be some experienced
member on the committee. Those who
had been involved in the difficulty last
year, and whose tempers had got a little

4
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excited, should not be upon it, but there
were others,such as the hon. Senator from
DeLanaudiere, who had never lost his
temper in the committee orin the House,
the hon. Senator from Prince Edward
Island (Mr. Haythorne), and the hon.
Senator from British Columbia (Mr.
Macdonald) who might very well have
remained on the committee and given
the House the benefit of their experience
gained in former years.

The motion was agreed to.
THE ADDRESS,
MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY.
Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL read
" & Message from His Excellency, thanking

the House for their Address in reply to
his Speech.

The Senate adjourned at 4.30 p.m.

THE SENATE,
Friday, December 17th, 1880.
The Speaker took the chair at 3.20
pm. :

After pra‘yeps and routine proceedings,
there being no business before the House,
the Senate adjourned at 3.25 p.m.

THE SENATE,
Monday, December 20th, 1850.
The Speaker took the chair at 3.25
p.lﬂ.
Prayers and routine proceedings.
PRIVATE BILLS,
TIME FOR RECEIVING PETITIONS EXTENDED.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL presented the third
report of the Committee on Standing
Orders and Private Bills, recommending
that the time for receiving petitions for
private bills be extended. to the lst of

Ilon. Mr. Power.
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Ottawa and Boyne.

February, and the time for presenting
private bills to the 4th of February next.
He asked the House tc adopt the report
without notice, as the time for presenting
petitions expired to-day.

The report was adopted.

WRECK OF THE STEAMERS 0774WA
AND BOYNE.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. TRUDEL inquired : —

Whether the Government has been informed
of the shipwreck of the steamers Ottawa and
Boyne, of the places where those steamers
were wrecked respectively, of the causes to
which their being wrecked is attributable, and
of the amount of loss occasioned thereby ?

He said that he had called the atten-
tion of the Government last session to the
character of the improvements on the
Lower St. Lawrence, and especially those
at Cap a la Roche where these wrecks had
oescurred. In addition to his own re-
marks he bad submitted the opinions of
men of great cxperience, one of whom
had stated in a letter, from which he read
to the House on that occasion, the tol-
lowing :—

¢ This channel, where the works have been
going on for the last gwo years, is only 150
feet wide, and has, moreover, irregular currents,
that rendér it dangerous. If, instead of
making this new channel, they had removed
the boulders from the natural one, according
to the reports of Captain Armstrong, and of
the Superintendent of the Pilot Office in 1879,
we would have a much better channel.”

The letter from which this quotation
was made explained why those improve-
ments should have been made in another
way. 1f he was correctly informed two
very large vessels had been lost at this
same Cap.a la Roche during the past sea-
son. He would not take it upon himself
to say that those losses were due to the
improper manner in which the improve-
ments were carried on at that place, but
he had been informed that that was the
cause. It was havdly necessary for him
to say that our great highway the St.
Lawrence was the source of onr national
wealth, and on its reputation for security
of navigation depended in a great
measure the prosperity of our trade.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
he had asked the question of the Minis-
ter of Marine and Fisheries, and had
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fearned from him tbat the Department
had no official information on the sub-
ject of any kind ; that the Government
only knew the facts a8 they appeared in
the newspapers, and, theretore, were

nnable to give any information heyoud |

that which every hon. gentleman pos-
sessed.

VISIT OF MINISTERS TO ENGLAND.
MOTION.

Hou. Mv. HAYTHORNE moved :—

}1‘“ Il:lhat an humble address be presented to
i hl:t ﬁqelltincy the Governor General, praying
: s Excellency will cause to be laid be-
ore this House:—list. Copy of any Order in
Council directing the Premier, the Minister of
Railways and the Minister of Agriculture to
proceed to England during the last summer.
Z;nd. Copy of any Order in Council or other
«ocument containing instructions to those
Ministers before entering on, or while engaged
in said mission. 3rd. Copy of any report of
their proceedings made to His Excellency by
those Ministers or any of them.”

He said: TIn rising to make the motion
of which I have given notice, I desive to
preface it with a very few remarks. It
will be in the recollection of the House
that at the close of last session a policy
connected with the carrying on of the
Pacific Railway was enunciated by she
Government, and received the approval
of Parliat;:ent, anrd that in the recess, it
appears, from a raph in the Speech
from the Th:one?::dg t'rgm papers lfl?i on
the table ‘of the House, that a change has
taken place, and that the Govepiment
are now engaged in bringing before Par-
lilament a system very different from that
which was recommended last year. Itis
with a view to elucidate the circum-
stances which led to this change, and
obtain all the information which can be
bad on this question (that I make the
‘motion of which I have given notice. I
presume there can be no objection to
oringing down those papers, as they are

very easily obtained, and mot of very
great length.

Hon Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL— There
would have been no ebjection to bring-
ing down those papers did. they exist,
but there is no Order in Council direct-
ing any of the Ministers named to pro-
coed to England ; there is no Order in
Council giving instructions to those
Ministers; there is no report of their

Hon. Sir Alex. Campbell.
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proceedings, 80 T am afraid there are no
documents that I can bring down.

PRIZE FIGHTING BILL,
' SECOND READING,

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second veading of Bill (A} “ An Act
respecting prize fighting.” He explained
that the attention of the Government
had been called to the necessity of such
a measure by two occurrences which had
taken place last summer. On one oc-
casion a prize fight which had been ar-
ranged in the Stave of New York took
place on Canadian soil. On the second
occasion the party of roughs was pre-
vented from landing and the fight did not
take place ; but a great deal of trouble
was experienced in preventing a breach
of the peace.

The Bill was read the second time.
DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL thoved
the second reading of Bill (B) “ An Act
to amend the law respecting document-
ary evidence in certain cases.” ‘e ex-
plained that it was to facilitate the trial
of cases in courts over which this Parlia-
mext had jurisdiction, as, for instanee, in
the Supreme Court and Election Courts,
and in the trial of criminal cases. It
was simply for the purpose of making
proof convenient by enacting that copies
of the Canada Gazette and of proclama-

tions, etc., might be accepted as evi-
dence.

The Bill was read the second time.
BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (D) «“ An Act further to continue
in force, for a limited time, ¢The better
Prevention of Crime Act of 1878.""

The Senate adjourned at 4.10 p.m.

THE SENATE,
Tuesday, December 21st, 1880.

The Speaker téok the chair at 3.25
p-m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
THE CHRISTMAS HOLIDAYS MOTION.

' Hon, Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
that when the House adjourn to-mor-
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row, it stand adjourned until Wednesday,
the 5th of January next. »

Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD suggested
that it would be just as well to adjourn
until Wednesday, the 12th of January.

The suggestion was adopted, and the
notion was amended accordingly and

agreed to.
LAVAL UNIVERSITY.
MOTION.

Hon. Mr. PAQUET moved :(—

« That an humble Address be presented to
His Excellency the Governor General, praying
that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to
be laid before this House copies of all Corres-
pondence, Petitions, and other Documents ad-
dressed to the Honorable the Secretary of State
for the Colonies, in England, through the
Honorable the Secretary of Btate for the Domi-
nion of Canada; also, copy of a Memorandum
from the Honorable the Minister of Justice to
the said Honorable Secretary for the Colonies,
the whole concerning the amendment to the
Royal Charter granted to Laval University of
Quebec, from January, 1879, up to this date.”

Themotion was agreed to.
PRIZE FIGHTING BILL.
IN COMMITTEE.

The House went into Committee on
Bill (A), “An Act Respecting Prize
Fighting.”

On the first clause, defining the mean-
ing of the term * prize fight,”

Hon. Mr. CORNWALL said that the
clause did not describe what prize fight-
ing was, and if it passed without amend-
ment, it would include all kinds of box-
ing, whether for a prize or not.

Hon. Mr. ALMON was not jn faver
of prize fighting, but he thought the first
clause of this Bill was too stringent, and
would include fights between school boys.
He disapproved of putting down that
way of settling disputes among boys, and
even among young men. It was bet-
ter than to resort to the stiletto of the
Spaniard and Italian, or the revolver
and bowie knife of our cousins across
the border. He moved, iu amendment,
to add the following words to the
olause :— ’

«Upon the result of which encounter or
fight any prize money or advantage of a pecu-
niary pature to whomsoever is8 made to
depend.”

Hon. Sir Alex. Campbell.
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Hon. 8ir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that the difficulty of adopting the amend- -
ment, or any words to that effect, was
that these brutal encounters might take
place on a bet, and not for a prize. It
would enable prize fighters to evade the
Act.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY approved of the
object of the Bill, but, as this clause
stood, it applied to other contests which
it was not contemplated to put down,
and which, he thought, were a far more
sensible way of adjusting disputes than
the more modern one of knives and
revolvers.

Hon. Mr. MILLER concurred in the
opinion of the hon. Senator from Am-
herst. The definition of ¢ prize fight"”
was very imperfect.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL

thought that the clause might be amend-
ed to provide that a fight between parties
over the age of twenty years,and on the
termination of which fights money or bets
depended, should be punishable.
"~ Hon. Mr. MILLER said it would not
do to limit the age, because there might
be very brutal fights between athletic
young men of nineteen years of age.

Hon. Mr. RYAN thought the Bill
should provide also for the punishment
of fights with cudgels.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that such fights did not take place in
this country.

The further consideration of the clause
was postponed,

On the second clause,

Hon. 8ir ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
to fill up the first blank with ¢‘one hun-
dred,” the second blank with ¢ one thou-
sand,” and the third blank with “six.”

Hon. Mr. ALMON thought these
penalties were altogether too high.

The clause was adopted, and the amend-
ments were agreed to.

On the third clause,

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
to fill the first blank with ¢ three,” and
the second with “ twelve.”

The clause was adopted and the amend,
ments were agreed to. '
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On the foyrth clause,

Hon. Mr. ALMON suggested that a
surgeon should not be punished for being
-present at a prize fight. He might be
there to save life, or to put a stop to the
fight. In the laws against dwelling, so
far as he knew) there wasno punishment
" provided for the surgeon who might be
present at the encounter. A surgeon
wag always present when a soldier was
flogged, and, in the same way, his attend-
ance might, be necessary at a prize fight.

Hon, Mr. BROUSE said that a sur-

geon who might not be aware that a
prize fight was going on might be sum-
moned to attend it professionally. He

should Le treated as an ordinary spec-
tator. .

Hou. Mr. ALLAN said it was quite
clear that to incur the penalty he must

be present as one of the parties specially
w0 attend the fight.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELI. said
Ehat the presence of a surgeon at a prize
fight was not so important as in the case
of a duel. There was not the same dan-
ger to life. If a surgeon attended a
prize fight in the same capacity as an
umpire or backer, he sanctioned it by
his presence, and should be punished.

Hon. Mr. POWER thought that the
surgeon stood in an entirely different
position from the other parties. The
propriety of punishing a reporter would
be doubtful only one of the objects of
these prize fights was publicity in a cer-
tain way. And if a reporter was allowed
to attend, his presence would enconrage
the fight, but he failed to see how the
presence of the surgeon could lend any
such encouragement. While prize fights
;’ere not 30 fatal as the old fashioned Eng-
.1:; and Irigh duels, they were trequently
:h nded by more serious consequences
han duels on the continent. It was not
uncommon for one of the parties to a
prize fight to die from the effects of the
punishment he received. A case of that
kind had occurred recently in New
-Jersey. The presence of a surgeon would

have a tendency to prevent the fight
from going so far. :

Hon. Mr. MILLER did not think
there was any analogy between the

attendance of a surgeon where punish-
Hon. Mr. Almon.
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ment by flogging was imposed, and his
attendance at a prize fight. 1n the one
case the punishment was inflicted undex
the law ; the other was in direct
violation of the law. There was no
reason why the surgeon should be ex-
empted from punishment for encour-
aging a prize fight any more than anyone
else. If he shounld be called in profes-
sionally, it would be at the termination
of the fight, because an Iinjury which
would render his presence mnccessary
would terminate the encounter. To
exempt the surgeon would be to encour-
age those encounters which the Bill was
designed to prevent.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH was in favor
of allowing the clause to stand as it was.
The very fact of permitting members of a
highly respected profession to be present
at those brutal exhibitions would be to
encourage them, and almost render them
respectable.

The clause was adopted, and the blanks
were filled up by inserting in the first
“ fifty,” in the second *five hundred,”
and in the third «twelve.”

The fifth clause was adopted K the
blanks were filled up by inserting in_the
fiest “fifty,” in the second ¢ five hun-
dred,” and in the third ¢ six.”

On the sixth clause,

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
this was entirely new, it empowered any

sheriff, chief of police, or any
other police officer to arrest any
one that he had veason to be-

lieve was about to engage as principal
in a prize fight in Canada, and to bring
him before a magistrate, who should, if
satisfied that the suspicion was well’
founded, require the accused to enter into
a recognizance not to engage in any such
fight within a year from the date of the
arrest; and in default of such recogniz-
ance to commit him to jail until he
should furnish such sureties, ~The clause
was somewhat unusual, but he consid-
ered it necessary to prevent these fights
taking place. The men who were likely

to engage in such encounters were very

tew and were well known, and there could
be no danger to Her Majesty's peaceable
subjects in enacting this clause. He
moved that the first blank be filled up
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by the words “one thousand,” and the
second by inserting ¢ five thousand.”

Hon. Mr. MILLER thought this was
going very far. In every part of this
country there were magistrates within
easy reach, and it would be better if a
police officer had reason to believe that
any person was about to engage ina
-prize fight in violation of this law, to go
before a magistrate and submit his rea-
sons, and if the .nagistrate thought them
well founded this power should be vested
in him. = He thought it was very sum-
mary.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL ad-
mitted that it was summary, but a sum-
mary process was necessary, and this
was the provision which had been adopted
in some States of the neighboring Union.
He laid great stress on the fact that it
only pointed to persons who might be
engaged as principals in prize fights, of
whom there were very few in the coun-
try.

The motion was agreel to, and the
clause was adopted.

The remaining clauses of the Bill were
adopted.

Hon. Mr. FERRIER, from the Com-
mittee, reported the Bill with amend-
ments, and asked leave to sit again.

The Senate adjourned at 4.20 p.n.

TEE SENATE.
Wednesday, December 22nd, 1880.

The Speaker took the chair at 3.25
pm.

Prayers and routine procesdings.

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND RAILWAY.
MOTION.
Hon. Mr. PELLETIER, in the absence
of Hon. M. HAYTHORNE, moved :—
«That an humble Address be ‘presented to
His Excellency the Governor General, praying
that His Excellency will cause to be laid be-
fore this House :—1st. Copy of all correspond-
ence or telegrams which may have passed
setween the Railway Department and the
‘nanager or other ofticer of the Prince Edward
sland Railroad, having reference to an
sccident which occurred during the month of
August last, between the York and Suffolk

Hon. Sir Alex. Campbell.
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stations of that railroad. 2nd. Copy of the
minutes or other record of any inquiry which
may have been instituted as to the causes of
said accident, the names of witnesses examined,
and minutes of their evidence. 3rd. A return
of the number of new sleepers or ties used on
the said railway since the occurrence of the
accident referred to, together with cost of same ;
2180, & return showing the amount expended in

epairing all damages caused by said accident.”

The motion was agreed to:

THE PRINTING OF PARLIAMENT.

SECOND REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. SIMPSON moved the ad-
option of the second report of the Joint
Committee on Printing. He explained
that it recommended the printing of a
number of returns called for last session.

The report was adopted.

BETTER PREVENTION OF CRIME BILI..
SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (D) “An Act
further to continue in force for a limited
time ¢ The Better Prevention of Crime
Act 1878.'” He explained that it was
intended to continne for another year
the Act under which persons might be
searched for arms.

The motion was agreed %o, and the
Bill was read the third time and passed,
under a suspension of the rules,

PRIZE FIGHTING BILL.
IN COMMITTEE.

The House resumed, in Committee of
the Whole, the consideration of Bill (A)
“ An Act respecting prize fighting.”

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said it
was understood, when the Committee
rose yestoerday, that he was to have an
amendment to the first clause drafted so
as to define more accurately what a prize
fight was. He proposed, instead of an
amendment to the first clause, to move
that the following be added as a new
clause to the Bill :—

«If, after hearing evidence of the circum-
stances connected with the origin of -the fight,
or intended fight, the person befors whom a
complaint is made under this Act is satisfied
that such fight, or intended fight, was bond fide
the consequence or result of a quarrel or dis-
pute between the principals engaged, or who
intended to engage, therein, and that the same
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was not an encounter or fight for a prize, or
on the result of which the handing over or
transfer of money or property depends—then
such person may, in his discretion, discharge
thé ‘gecused, or impose upon him a fine not
oxteeding twenty dollars.”

This did not expose the Crown to the
“necessity of proving that a bet, or prize,
or ‘money depended upon the result of
the ﬁghtv. It threw the burden of es-
tablishing that on the defendant. If he
could prove that it was not a fight on
which money or bets depended, then he
might be discharged or fined, in the dis-
cretion of the magistrate.

Hon. Mr. MILLER said that on the
whole he was satisfied with the amend-
maent. .

Hon, Mr. CORNWALL would pre-
fer to have the definition of a prize fight
appear in the first clause. He thought
that in many cases our legislation was
carried too far, and might be inconveni-
ent to innocent persons, as in the Pool
Selling Bill and the Gambling on Rail-
ways Bill. Such measures, as a rule,
were  brought before Parliament by
persons who made hobbies of them, and
members generally, seeing the good
objects in view, did not oppose them.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that in this case no person had a hobby,
bt the legislation was suggested by
actual occurrences whichi had taken
place on the shores of Lake Erie last
summer. The amendment, which he
had moved was the best, perhaps the
ouly way to®confine this Act to persons
engaged in a prize fight,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT thought il unneces-
saty to define what a prize fight is. The
Judicial officers might be trusted to decide
that. He objected to this amendment
because it conveyed the idea that Parlia-
ment did not at all disapprove of a

Square stand-up fight,” as it was called,

tween man and man. It gave the

Tagistrate discretion to fine or discharge
the parties to a fight w

: . less they were
engaged in a prize fight,

Hon. Mr. IﬂILLER, in rep

Mr. Cornwall's objection, sai}i]int; porin
inal ehactment placed on the statute
books might prove inconvenient to inno-
cent parties. It was an inconvenience
which law-abiding people must risk
for the security of the public.  With

Hon. Sir Alex. Campbell. ‘
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regard to the objection raised by the
hon. Senator from Ottawa, he thought
that cases might arise in which it would
be the duty of the magistrate to dis-
eharge one of the parties to a fight.
For instance, suppose a police officer
should find a man defending himself from
assault, wonld it be just to fine him for
defending himself?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT said his remarks
applied to cases where parties fought ac-
cording to agreement.

Hon. Mr. MILLER thought that
either this amendment, or something like
it, should be added to the Lill.

Hon. Mr. CORNWALL considered
it a hardship that an innocent man
should be liable to be arrested on a se-
vious charge and imprisoned for twelve
months.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
there was no danger of that inconve-
nience. In the first place, the Act was
only to operate against prize fighting,
which it was designed to suppress. It
was possible that parties might be ar-
rested who had wo intention of engaging
in a prize fight, but on proving what
their intention was they could not bhe
convicted. - In reply to the objection
that discretionary power should not be
given to magistrates to discharge parties
accused of participating in a fight, he
thought that there were circumstances
under which punishment ought not to be
inflicted. For, instance, in the case of a
fight between school boys, the magistrate
should have the discretion to dismiss
them with a caution not to repeat the
offence.  The amendment wmight be
adopted, and the Bill reprinted as
amended for further consideration at the
third reading.

The amendment was adopted.
Hon. Mr. FERRIER, from the Com-

‘mittee, reported the Bill with amend-

ments, which were concurred in.
The Senate adjourned at 4.10 p.m.
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THE SENATE.
Wednesday, January 12th, 1881.

The Speaker took the chair at 8 p.m.
Prayers and routine proceedings.

NEW SENATOR.
The Hon. W. G. HOWLAN was
introduced, and, having taken and sub-
scribed the oath of office, took his seat.

QUALIFICATION OF SENATORS.

The Speaker presented to the House a
return made by the Clerk of the Senate,
in conformity with the refolution of the
Senate of the ninth of April, 1880, of
the Senators who had made and sub-
scribed the renewed declaration of their
property qualification up to and including
the 28th of December last.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that this was a return of those members
of the Senate who had made the declar-
ation in accordance with the rule of the
House. He was informed by one of, his
colleagues, Mr. Girard, that he had ar-
rived too late to make the declaration as
requived by the rule, within twenty days
from the opening of the session, and he
thought it better and safer that a motion
should be made to allow him to comply
with the rule.s

Hon. Mr. MILLER thought that
no leave would be necessary on the part
of the House. Any Senator who had
not. been able to be present within the
first twenty davs of the session should
be allowed to make the declaration on
“his arrival. )

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that the rule was absolute, and it was so
regarded by the Clerk, who theught his
authority was at an end after the twenty
days, unless instrueted by the House to
permit the declaration to be made. As
it was an important matter, and one that
might be attended by serious conse-
quences to the House hereafter, it would
e better to establish a precedent. He,
therefore, moved that the Clerk be
authorized to take the declaration of the
hon. Senator from St. Boniface.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY assumed that it
could not have been intended that any
~ gentleman who was prevented, by stress
ot weather or other unavoidable reason,

Hon. Sir Alex. Cambpell.
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from being present within the twenty
duys, should be put in a false position by
his absence. If the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Girvard) should now make the
declaration, he would come within the
spirit, if not the letter, of the resolution.
However, he supposed the motion was
made in order that the House might
proceed with the greatest possible care,
and that no objection could be raised
hereafter, that an exception was made in
favor of any particular person, unless a
reason was given, and the reason in this
case seemed to him to be quite sufficient.

The motion was agreed to.

AN EXPLANATION.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL -~ 1
desire, before the Orders of the day are
called, to make an explanation with
reference to an item which appears in the
Public Accounts for the fiscal year ending
30th of June last. I was then Minister
of Militia. The item occurs at page 57
of vol. 2, where I find charged, as having
been paid me for cab hire, the sum of
$183.70. This item should have read
“travelling expenses and cab hire” On
inquiry, ! find that the omission of the
words ‘““travelling expeuses” was the
error of the clerk who copied the state-
ment for the printer. Of the whole
amount 8o paid to me, some $172 were
for travelling expenses on two occasions
on public business, and the remainder
only for cab hire.

PRIZE FIGHTING BILL.
THIRD READING.

Hon. S8ir ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the third reading of Bill (A) “ An Act
respecting Prize Fighting.” He said
that when this Bill was last before the
House an amendment had been intro-
duced to make it clear that it did not
cover ordinary fights, and to confine it
strictly to prize fights. That amendment
was as follows :—

« If, after hearing evidence of the circum-
stances connected with the origin of the fight,
or intended fight, the person before whom a
complaint is made under this Act is satisfied
that such fight or intended fight was bona fide
the consequence or result of & quarrel or dis-
pute between the principals engaged, or who
intended to engage thercin, and that the same
was not an encounter or fight for a prize, or in
the result of which the handing over or trans-
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“fer of money or property depends, then such
person may, in hia discretion, disgharge the ac-
cused, or impose upon him a fine not exceeding
twenty dollars.” .
He thought that this amendment met
the case, and the only suggestion he
would make further was that the fine
should not be limited to $20, Lut that
the magistrate might, even if the case

- was not one of prize fighting, impose a
higher fine in his discretion. He would
suggest that the words  not exceeding
$50” be substituted for “$20.” In
order to show the sort of prize fighting
which took place sometimes in this coun-
try, and which this measure was designed
0 prevent, he would read the following
Pparagraph, which he had clipped from a
newspaper the other day :—

# PUGILISTIO.

“New York, January 10.—Dick Holliwood,
thé ex-feather weight champion pugilist, to.
day accepted the challenge issued by Dick
Goodwin, better known as Spring Dick, of
Cincinnati, to fight for $2,500, and the feather
weight championship of America. Holliwood
agrees to fight Goodwin either within a hun-

dred miles of Buffalo, in Canada, or within a

4iundred miles of Pittsburg or Cincinnati.”

It would be observed that the fight was

arranged and the betting took place in

New York, but the fight was not

w0 take place in that State, where

the laws were sufficient to prevent
such eomb.at,s, but in Canada, or

Pennsylva.nm or Obhio. It showed

the Deceasity of taking Such precautions

a8 thuf legislation furnished to prevent
such fights coming off in this country.

The amendment, as originally contem-

vlated, would, perhaps, have impaired

the usefulness of the Bill by making it
very difficult to secure a conviction, but
a8 the amendwment was now worded, the
‘onus of proving that the meeting was
not for a prize fight, if the circumstances
attending it indicated that it was, rested
with the accused, and the just and useful
operation of the Bill would not be inter-

Tered with,

Hon. Mr. ALMON said that he had
objected to the Bill as originally framed,
not because he approved of prize fight-
ing, but because it would have tended to

_ put down the common mode of settling
quarrels which he thought a very much
better way than with the bowie knife or
stiletto. As to tho surgeon being pres-
ent, he still held the views which he had

Hon. Sir Alex. Campbell.
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expressed when the Bill was in commit-
tee. He might be summoned to a prize
fight in his professional capacity, and
his presence would have & tendency to
stop the fight. Nobody had ever heard
of a surgeon being punished for being
present at a duel. However, he would
waive that objection, the other amend-
ment having been made.

Hon. Mr. REESOR asked whether a
party who should, in a combat _that was
not a prize fight, inflict serious-injury on
another, would be liable to no hefwwr
punishment than a fine of $20 %

Hon. Mr. MILLER — No; the law
is open hesides that. :

Hon. Mr. REESOR (continuing) —
Supposing very serious injury did result,
of a character that would make the party
inflicting it worthy of punishment in
penitentiary, or of being heavily fined,
it seemed to him that a fine of $20 or $50
would be too light.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPEELL said
that a party who maimed another inten-
tionally ‘would be liable to be sent to
penitentiary, and if the injuries resulted
in death, he would be liable to be hanged.
The existing provisions of the law were not
to be interfered with by the Bill, nor did
be think that $50 was to be the limit of
the punishment. On the contrary, under
the circumstances mentioned by the hon.

gentleman, the other punishment might -
follow. -

Houn. Mr. DICKEY quite agreed with
the hon. the Postmaster-General that
there was no such difficulty as regards
this clause as was apprehended by the
hon. gentleman from Kings, as the par-
ties could be indicted separately for the
greater offence, and this Bill in no way
limited such a course, if parties thought fit
to resort to it. Besides, the party who

suffered injury under such circumstances,

if he were not in the wrong - himself,
would have a civil remedy for damages.
The principle of the Bill was to prevent
prize fighting, and it was because some
hon. gentlemen, himself amongst the
number, thought it might be construed
80 as to apply to parties who casually
quarrelled and fought it out on the spot
that he had suggested amendments might
be made s0 as to bring it more clearly
within the scope of the reason that the
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hon. the Postmaster-General gave for
introducing the Bill — that was, to put
down the scandal of prize fighting. The
extract the hon. minister had read to-day
showed very strongly the necessity that
existed for legislation of this kind. The
clause proposed to-day was identical with
the one that had. already been agreed
upon in committee, and that clause was
the result of a compromise ; therefore his
hon. friend would see that, while they
should not provide for aggravated cases
because there was a remedy already, they
should legislate in such a way as to pre-
vent the recurrence of prize fights in this
country. Then, coming to the question
of casual quarrels, they had to provide a
simple remedy, an additional or alternate
remedy to those existing to, make the
parties liable by fines. That was the
whole case in a nut-shell, and he, there-
fore, thought it was hardly necessary to
go into the question whether the fine
should be $20 or $60.. He thought they
should agree to-the amendments made in
Committee, especially as they now had
the admission of the mover of the Bill
“that there was a remedy for a case where
a party suffers a severe injury. The law
gave a criminal and a civil remedy also
for the party injured, thevefore it would
be just as well to leave the Bill as re-
ported to the House. The clause, as
amended and passed in committee, had
removed entirely his objection to the Bill,
and he was quite willing that it should
pass with that amendment.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT thought, personally,
that the Bill was a very godd one with-
out the ninth clause, and would very
much rather have seen that clause omit-
ted, because he felt that it was an inter-
ference with the criminal law of the land.
They were, by this clause, giving special
directions to the magistrate or judicial
officer who undertook to dispose of a case
of this kind, apart from the criminal law
of the land, and he did not agree with
hon. gentlewen who said that a man
might be cumulatively punished. Under
the law of the land, if a man was tried
and punished, or tried and acquitted, he
could not be tried again for the same
offence.

Hon. My. DICKEY said he had not
stated that that was a cumulative remedy
at all. He had stated that if the parties

Hon, Mr. Dickey.
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did oot care to take the remedy under
this statute the law already gave them
another remedy. :

Hon. Mr. SCOTT said the party had
bis remedy by indictment, provided he
did not take it under this 9th clause ;
but if he chose to take it under the 9th
clause, and bave the matter adjudicated
on by the magistrate or police officer. .
that judicial ofticer could either dismiss
the case or impose a limited fine and
take it entirely out of the criminal code,
which, he thought, would be very unfor-
tunate. He would prefer to see that
clause struck out altogetber, as he could
see no embarrassment arising from the
Bill as it stood before. It was not pos-
rible that any judicial officer could make
any mistake as to its meaning. The
question of prize fighting was one that
everybody in the community quite un-
derstood, and it would be perfectly clear
that an ordinary quarrel between two
men resulting in a fight on the spot
could not be called a prize fight. He
had known what prize fights were, and
had seen them reported in the papers,
and it had not occurred to him that theve
could be any confusion. He thought it
was rather straining the language to sug-
gest there was a difficulty in the interpre-
tation of the Bill. To his mind it was
perfectly clear and satisfactory as it was,
and he very much feared that they werc
going to complicate it by leaving the 9th
clause in. It seemed to him to be rather
directory to the functionary who tries
cases of that kind to say acquit the par-
ties or impose a fine.  Certaiunly. if he
enters upon the trial of the case and dis-
poses of it, no matter what the injury
might be, the party could not be tried
again.

Hon, Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that the hon. gentleman seemed to forget
that it was not the view which he (Mr.
Scott) took of a prize fight, nor his sense
of how clear it might be what a prize

fight was, but how it would strike the
magistrate.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT — 1 see no difficulty
about it at all.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
thut was because the hon. gentleman
knew what a prize fight was; but this
Bill proposed to define it, and said that it
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was “an encounter, or fight, with the
fista or hands, between two persons who
have met for such purpose by previous
arrangement made by or for them.” It
was intended to define precisely what a
prize fight was, but the hon. gentleman
must dismiss what was in his own mind,
and look at -the language of the clause
and say whether it did not iniroduce un-
certainty into the measure, It was urged
with eo?siderable force that the language
‘used might lead to very great difficulty
in construction, because a fight between
- two persons might ke the result of pres
Vious agreement and yet not be really a
prize fight ; as, for instance, two persons
might quarrel in a house, and say, “let
U8 g0 out and fight it out.” There
would be a fight By previous engage-
ment, and yet it would not be a prize
fight. Theh, if it rested with the Crown
officer to prove, as the first amendment
suggested, that there yas money depend-
ng on the result of the fight, it would
be very difficult to secure a cornviction
since the engagement for the fight might’:
have been made in another country — as
in thecase to which he had referred—and
1t would be difficult to prove that there
Was any prize or money depending on
the event. Under the circumstances, it
seemed to him that, as objection had
~ been made, with a good deal of reason,
to the language of the Bill, it was best
%o try and get over the difficulty in some
way or other, and he thought that the
9th clause did get over it very well, and,
to his mind, was a satisfactory change.
He thought, however, that it would be
_ better o increase the fine. It was true
the clause was the result of a compro-
raise, but the use of the word ¢ twenty ”
was not, but_was inserted at his (Sir
Alex. Campbéll’s) suggestion, as a suffi-
cient fine. It had since occurred to him,
however, that it might not be sufficient
in all cases, and that was why he now sug-
gested that a larger amount should be
named. ; )
Hon. Mr. RYAN wished to know if a
fight with gloves between two profes-
sional prize fighters woulq bring them
gg{:;n the penalties imposed by this
Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL — I
do not think it would.
Hon. Mr. RYAN thought that it
should be hetter defined ; the Bill should

Hon. Sir Alex. Campbell.
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state whether it did or did not apply to
such fights. Really all the science could
be displayed which a great many people-
go to see in a prize fight, and a go9d
den] of punishment could be inflicted, in
a fight with gloves.

Hon. Mr. REESOR thought magis-
trates would be liable to be misled by
the language of the 9th clause. The
obiject of this legislation was to prevent
prize fighting and not to punish other
fights which were not of that nature.
That object would be met in the latter
part of the 9th clause if, instead of say-
ing such person may, in his discretion, be
discharged or a fine imposed, it were
provided that, in such case, the parties
shall not be liable to punishment under
this Act. ‘That would leave him open to
punishment under the existing laws of
the country — under the common law or
statute J]aw. What the magistrate would
want to know was whether that would
be the limit of the punishment that
could be applied, whether it was twenty
dollars or fifty dollars, or any sum be-
tween those amounts. If the Bill
simply declared that a party fighting,
though not engaged in a -prize fight,
should not be liable to punishment under
this Act, it would meet the case, and
remove the liability of the magistrate
being misled by the language of the
clause as it now stood.

Hon. Mr. MILLER could readily
understand how thig view ot it might be-
taken by the non-legal mind, and he had
no doubt it presented itself to the hon.
gentleman with considerable force. He
concurred in the opinion of the hon.
leader of the Opposition that if a party
should, under this law, be tried and
punished, no further charge could be
brought against him for the same offence ;
and if the crime was of so grave a
character as to make it desirable that the
party should not he punished under this
law, he could be tried under the statute
Jaw or the common law of the country.
He did not think that the objections
which had heen raised possessed much
force, because this remedy, was cumula-
tive — it was in addition to the punish-
wents which could now be enforced under
acts on the statute book, for breaches of
the peace, or injuries done to the persen.
The necessity of having some definition
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of what a prize fight is, and what is not
included in a prize fight, was tbat, from
the moment you attempted a definition
of it, it was just possible that if the law
was merely directed against prize fighting,
without attempting to define what was
not meant by a prize fight, it would give
wore trouble to the judiciary to decide
the point. With this definition, how-
-ever, in the lst clause, he thought it
was almost imperative that there should
be some such clause as the 9th, in order
to show what breaches of the law were
or were not intended to bé included
within the scope of this Bill.

Hon. Mr. CORNWALL thought
there was no necessity for defining what
a prize fight was, and if the Ist clause
were taken from the Bill, the 9th
clause would disappear with ii, and the
matter would be perfectly plain, and
then it would be left to the judiciary to
decide when a case came before them
whether a prize fight had taken place or
not, and in such hands it would be per-
fectly safe.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL did
not think that would be wise. Suppose
a case came before a country magistrate,
and the question was whether it was or
was not one of prize fighting, the first
thing that would occur to him would be
to inquire for what prize the fight took
place. Take the case which he had read
from a newspaper: the fight was ar-
ranged in New York, and was to take
place in Canada. Suppose that case
were brought before a magistrate. He
would read in the newspaper that $2,500
depended on it, but that would not
be enough ; he must have that proved.
How was he to find that out when the
fight was arranged at New York by
peéople who knew how to keep their own
counsel? Itwould most likely prevent a
conviction.

+ Hon. Mr. MILLER thought it would
be very unwise where the Legislature
could define what they meant by a crime
to throw that portion of the duty of leg-
islation upon the judges. It was desir-
able to define, as near as possible, what a
© prize fight was.

Hop. Mr. DICKEY said that the dif-
ficulty of proving that the parties meti for
the purpose of engaging in a prize fight

Hon. Mr. Miller.
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wag increased by the st clause, because
the magistrate would be tied down by
the definition contained in it, that a pre-
vious arrangement must he shown. If
that clause were left it would intensifyv:
the difficulty snggested by the Postmaster-
General by requiring proof that the fight
had been previously arranged between
the parties. Under the circumstances,
he thought the suggestion made by the
hon. Senator from Ashcroft (Mr. Corn-
wall) had some weight. If it was clear
that a prize fight was a fight for money
or prize, or that bets depended on the
result, it was better not to tie the hands
of the magistrates and increase the diffi-
culty of convicting and punishing the
offender by leaving in the 1st clause,
Tt might be said that they could not come
there without a previous arrangement,
but nothing was inferred in construing
law creating a crime ; proof was neces-
sary, and the 1st clause increased the
difficulty of furnishing proof.

Hon. Mr. MILLER did not think that
the point raised by his hon. friend could
have the force it would appear at first
sight to bave, namely, the difficalty of
showing a previous arrangement. The
object of this Bill was to prevent fights
for a prize. If it could be shown that
the encounter was a fight for a prize, or
for any object in the nature of a prize, a
previous arrangement would necessarily
?ave to be inferred from the proof of such
acts.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL did
not think there was any difficulty about
tho proof; the 9th clause made it
feasible for the magistrate to deal with.
A prize fight, as defined in the Bill, was'a
meeting under a previous arrangement.
The hon. gentleman from Amherst (Mr.
Dickey) had asked why not describe it in
that very clause. That was the very first
suggestion, but the language which he
had suggested would have made it im-
perative on the prosecuting officer to
establish that a prize had been fought for
or wagers had been made. There was no
difficulty in proving now that two per-.
sons had met by previous arrangement, as
the clause stood. Where a prize fight was
found to be in progress, and two o1 three
hundred persons were assembled on the
shore of one of the lakes of Ontario, for
instance, there was no difficulty in es-



Prize Fighting [January
tablishing that the encounter was the
result of a previous arrangement, and no
magistrate could have any hesitation
about it. But, if by any chance, a fight
togk place by previousarrangement which
was not a prize fight, then, under the
9th clause, the magistrate could deal
with that offence alvo and im a
penalty not exceeding fifty dollars, The
Bill seemed now to be in the shape they
wished to have it, inasmuch as if a prize
fight did occur, it could be dealt with ag
a prize fight; the parties could be ar-
rested at once, and if they had no excuse
to offer they could be punished.  If the
fight was not a prize fight, the parties es-
tablish that and the magisteate hears
the case and dismisses it if he thinks fit.

eonus of establishing that it was not
a prize fight was left with theaccused. He
thought the Bill was in such a shape that
a magistrate could with safety deal with
Prosecutions under it, and would not be
obliged to procure evidence which would
be very difficult to obtain, and would not
be under the necessity of considering an
ordinary fight an offence under this Act.

Hon. Mr. ODELL said that there was
one point on which he would like an ex.
planation from the hon. Postmaster-Gen-
eral with reference to the 9th section,
This Bill professed to be one to prohibit
prize fighting and punish all those per-
sons connected with it. Then the 9th
section proceeded to make an exception
in the case of a bona fide fight, the result
of a quarrel or dispute, where the magis-
trate was given discretionary power to
discharge the accused, or impose upon
him a fine not exceeding twenty dollars,
It appeaved to him the proper way would
be to leave out the words * may, in his
discretion, discharge the accused,” and
then, if any further question arose, it could
come up under the existing laws,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT said that the words
“ discharge the accused” offended him
very much indeed. Tt wag language he
took particular exception to, because, in
the first place, it was whol|

: ¥ unnecessary,
and in the next place it was a sort of

Justification for a magistrate to take that
course if he was of the opinion that the

party should not beconvicted. It was a
new feature in criminal legislation that
they should direct a magistrate to dis.
charge an accused person ; it was for the

Hon. Sir Alex. Campbell.
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agistrate to try him. It was all prede-
Z;tgld on the assumption that there had
been a quarrel, and it was not now recog-
nized in our law that any kind of quarrel

could be moral or just in any sense.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELT, — Tt is.
more than a quarrel; there has been a
fight.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT said they did not
recognize such tkings. Whatever might.
be thought of boys fighting, under
certain circumstances, no one wmhe.d to
place on the statute book a-sort of justi-
fication that two individuals may quarrel
and fight and the magistrate may dis-
charge them ; certainly it was not
proper to indicate to the magistrate
that he should discharge them ; he
had the right to discharge the
accused now if he thought fit to do-
so. It would be better to strike
out these objectionable words. He did
not think any intimation could be found
in the whole criminal code that an offi-
cer might discharge .an accused party.
To his mind these words conveyed an
intimation to the magistrate that the
Legislature did not think very seriously
of a quarrel or fight between two indi-
viduals where it was not a prize fight.
The magistrate might be justified in dis-
charging a party accused of fighting, but
it should be left to the magistrate him-
solf, and: not hinted to him.

Hon, Mr. KAULBACH - eaid that
the intention of the BiH was that, when
the offence was of a trifling nature, the-
magistrate might have the power to im-
pose a light fine or discharge the party.
He thought that the courts should have.
such discretion, and that the clause
should stand as it was.

Hon. Mr. MACFARLANE asked
how a twenty dollar fine could be col-

lected from an individual who had not
the money.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL — In
the ordinary way.

Hon. Mr. MACFARLANE said that
the object of the Bill was to prevent par-
ties coming from the United States to.
this country for the purpose of engagin
in a brutal fight. That object could be
attained by putting this law on the
statute book. At present they came to.
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this country simply because they knew
there was no legislation to prohibit them.
If it was known, as it soon would be, to
‘those people that Canada had provided
means for punishing parties engaged in
prize fighting, he thought there would
not be many opportunities of putting the
daw in operation ; but, if it was proposed
to fine that class of people, it would be
found diffieult to collect the money from
them unless they could be imprisoned
until they paid the fine.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT — You have power
o tine and imprison.

Hon. Sir ALEX. .CAMPBELL said
that there was a general statute which

provided how fines should be collected. |

He thought the objection taken by the
hon. Senator from Ottawa was rather
hypereritical, but he did not cling to the
words “ he may be discharged,” and he
had no objection to strike them out. It
" followed, as a matter of course, that the
magistrate could discharge parties if he
thought fit. The power was there, and
he did not care much about the language.

The Bill was read the third time.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
that the word “twenty” in the 9th
clause, be struck out, and that the word
“fifty ” be substituted therefor.

The amendment was adopted.

Hon, Mr. MILLER suggested that
there should be an alternative punish-
ment, so that a party who could not pay
a fine counld be imprisoned.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL —
The general law provides for that.

~ Hon. Mr. MILLER — But if you
punish him under this section, you will
not have the general law to fall back
upon.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that the Bill had been prepared in the
Department of Justice, and he had no
douht that the generil law provided for
the case referred to.

The Bill was then passed.

NAVIGABLE WATERS CROSSED BY RAIL-
WAYS BILL. |

DISCHARGED.

The Order of the day being called for
‘the second reading of Bill (C) *“*An Act

Hon. Mr. Macfarlane. -
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and Galop’s Canal.

to amend chapter 15, of 39 Victoria
(1876), intituled: ‘An Act to make
provision for the crossing of navigable
waters by railway and other road com-

panies incorporated under Provincial
Aects”

Hon. 8ir ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
that the order be discharged, as he under-
stood that the provisions he had intended
to introduce in this Bill would be found
in a railway bill that it was the inten-
tion of the Minister of Railways to sub-
mit to Parliament.

"The motion was agreed to and the
order was discharged. :

QUALIFICATION OF SENATORS.

Hon. 8ir ALEX. CAMPBELL —
Since I mentioned the case of Hon. Mr.
Girard,'at the opening of the House,
another colleague, Hon. Mr. Grant, has
arrived, and the Senate will, I am sure,
allow his name to be included in the
resolution directing the Clerk to accept
his declaration.

The suggestion was aé'reed to.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill « An Act still further to amend
¢ The Patent Act, 1872." "— (Sir Alex.
Campbell.)

The Senate adjourned at 9.20 p. m.

THE SENATE.
Thursday, January 13th, 1881,

The Speaker took the chair at 3.30
p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE WILLIAMSBURGH AND GALOP'S
" CANAL.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. BROUSE inquired :—

“ Whether the Government intend to grant
additional water power for manufacturing pur-
poses on the Williamsburg and Galop’s Canal,
in accordance with the request made by certain
residents of Morrisburg last spring.” -
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He said : In giving notice of the motion,
I will offer a few remarks in order to
explain what I want. Thetwo western
vapids on the St. Lawrence are sur-
moynted for navigation purposes by

[JaNuary 13, 1881.]

 and Galop’s Canal. 63
for wealthy individuals for the purpose
of running machinery, and I hope the
Government will grant no additional
privileges on those canals. There s little
enough water for navigation, as it is, in

<anals. They are short links, and at the | the canals, and none to spare for manu-
foot of each of those links is situated an ! factories. They drwfv down the levels
enterprising village, the first known as |and create a current in the canals. They
Iroquois and the second as Morrigburgh. | are adverse, hostile and injurious to nav-
At these locations the Government have | igation, and ought to be discountenanced
granted certain water powers for manu- | by the Government. I understood from
facturing purposes. The inhabitants of the Government last session that they
Morrisburgh last year sent a large and | intended  to grant no more power
influential * delegation to the Govern-{on the Lachine Canal, because
ment, asking if additional water power the powers that had existed pre-
could not be. granted, also for manufac- | viously — before the completion of the.
turing purposes. That delegation was new works—were exceedingly injurious
composed of men of wealth and enter- | to navigation. They created a rush like
prise, and it was supposed that, if the !a mill race, and it was exceedingly diffi-
Government could grant this additional , cult to navigate through the canal. What
power asked for, that icany manu- | was wanted was slack water navigation,

tactories would be constructed. ~ I under- '
ttood at that time that the Government
would take the matter into consideration,
and would appoint an engineer to look |
over the work, and see if such power
could be granted without injury to the
public works. A competent engineer
Wwas sent — Mr. Rubridge — a gentle-
man who understands the navigation and
water of the St. Lawrence probably bet-
ter than any other engineer in our coun-
. try, and 1 understand he did make a
favorable report. It was expected that
the Government would have granted
addifional. water power, but up. to the
present” time no such grant has been
made. ¥, therefore, on behalf of .the
citizens of that section, have brought this
guestion before this honorable House to

make the inquiry of which I have given
notice.

Hon. 8ir ALEX. CAMPBELL — In
answer to my hon. friend’s inquiry, I beg
to say tha,l? the report of the engineer
Whose narie he has mentioned was laid
vefore the Chief Engineer of the Depart-
ment, and it now rests before that officer
for decision. The Minister of Railways
and Canals hopes to have his early de-
cision on the subject, aud he will then
decide whether or not he will be able to

increase the water power on the Williams-
burgh Canal. '

Hon. Mr. HOPE — As I understand
it, the canals were huilt for the purpose

not the velocity of a mill current to nav-
igate through. There are complaints
‘made -every day of these St. Lawrence
canals, by sailing-masters, with regard
to the trouble they experience in getting
through with these very mills. This
summer I have hesrd complaints from
shipumasters of the delay and difficulty in
getting through, from the mills drawing
down the levels. They should not be
allowed to draw them down ; but they
do it. If it was the surplus water they
used nobody could object, but they draw
down the' levels and make use of the
water that should be kept expressly for
the purpose of nayigation. I hope the
Government will see that no further
power is granted to any mill-owners on
those canals for any purposes whatever.

Hon. Mr. ALMON — Perhaps the
object which the hon. Senator from
Hamilton has in view would be best sub-
served by abolishing the N. P.; the
manufactures would then die out and
give no further trouble.

Hon. S8ir ALEX. CAMPBELL — Tke
question which has been raised by the
hon. Senator from Hailton is the very
one which the engineers are studying —
whether or notlany increased water power
can be given on the canals without inter-
fering with the navigation. The first
duty of the Government is to preserve
the navigation, and I have no doubt
(and T hope the hon. gentleman has no.

of navigation, and not built as mill ponds
Hon. Mr. Brouse.

doubt) they will not neglect that duty.
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Both of the engineers have been study-
ing the question whether or not, without
irpairing navigation any additional
water power can te given on the canal.

The subject then dropped.

PRESCOTT POST OFFIGE.
MOTION.

Hon. Mr. BROUSE moved :—

«That an humble address be presented to
His Excellency the Governor General, praying
that His Excellency will be pleased to cause to
Dbe laid before this House, ail the correspond-
ence and papers connected with the removal of
the post office in Prescott to the Town Hall;
also, what the additional expend.lture”wxll be
yearly in consequence of such removal.

"The motion was agreed to.

DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE BILL.
IN COMMITTEE.

The House went into Committee of the
Whole on Bill (B) “ An Act to amend
the laws respecting Documentsry
Evidence in certain cases.”

Hon. Mr. WARK, from the Com-
mittee, reported the Bill without amend-
ment.

The report of the Committee was con-
curred in.

The Senate adjourned at 3.45 p.m.

THE SENATE,
Friday, January 14th, 1881.
The Speaker took the Chair at 3.30
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE LAW
AMENDMENT BILL.

THIRD: READING.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL
moved the third reading of Bill (B) “An
Act to amend the law respecting docu-
mentary evidence in certain cases.”

.The motion was agreed to, and the
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Bill was read the third time and passed.
Hon. Sir Alex. Campbell.

Amendinent Bill.

PATENT LAW AMENDMENT BILL. .

SECOND READING. :

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (E) “An
Act still further to amend ¢The Patent
Act, 1872°” Hesaid: The law as it
now stands in reference to patents enacts.
amongst other things that applications for
the renewal of a patent must be madé
before the expiration of the period named
in the patent. It has so happened in
several cases enumerated in the schedule
attached to this Bill tha t the application
to renew came toolate. 1In one or two
cases the application was absolutely in
the post office, but had not reached the
hands of the Minister, and the patent
therefore lapsed. The other cases were
not quite so close as that, but they have
all been tatters 6f accident,and the
Minister of Agricalture by this Bill pro-
poses to ask Parliament to grant him
power to renew those patents, and the
Bill is for that object.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT — It may be some-
what important legislation, and it seems
to me we are puoceeding very much in
the dack. It is quite true that we have.
got the numbers of the several patents
that have been allowed to expire and
which the patentees desire to revive.; but
it would be move satisfactory if we knew.
what the subjects of those patents are,

| as the numbers give us no indication. A
:party has, as T understand it, the right.
“to take a patent for five, ten or fifteen

years, He pays a less sum to the Con-
solidated Revenue for the shortest
period — five years—and it isa matter of -
spegulation with him whether his patent
is going to succeed. He allows the five
years to lapse without renewing it, and
it is then opento the public to use it.
In some of those cases other parties may
have commenced to manufacture the
aaticles covered by  those patents. 1t

"would be a very improper thing for us,

after a party deliberately allows his
patent to expire, and his invention is
being manufactured as an article in
common use in other establishmenis in
the country, to step in and revive a right
that he had intentionally allowed to
lapse: - Of course I have given the mat--
ter no thought or consideration except
during the few moments my hon. friend
was speaking, but these are difficulties.



Patent Law [JaNUARY
that at once suggested themselves to my
mind, therefore I should like to know,and
I hope my hon. friend will, before the
Bill proceeds another stage, give us the
subjects of those several patents. We
could form some opinion in that way
about them. Our own general know-
ledge would probably enable us to form
proper conclusions a8 to whether it is a
matter we are justified in interfering
with. It may be that in reviving some
of those lost n‘ghts we would be interfer-
ing with the rights of other parties. If
a man chooses to allow his patent to
expire 9t the end of five years, instead of
extending it to fifteen years — of course
after fifteen - years it is open to anybody
—and other people tuke it up, under the
proper belief that it is quite free to them
to man‘ufacture the article themselves,
T do think in that condition of things it
would be bighly improper for the Legis-
lature to revive the right, and to give it
a retroactive effect. If a party, before
taking out his patent at all, is 50 slow in
proceeding that his invention becomes
known, or assuming that it is borrowed
from another country, and some one else
manufactures it before he takes out his
patent here, that person continues to
possess the right, notwithstanding the
1ssue of the patent. If any such right
hes been acquired ‘in the interregnum
between the expiration of the patent and

the revival of- it - by this legis-
lation, of course the - rights:  of

those parties onght' to be amply
protected. I - think ~is is & - matter
worthy of some comsideration, and. it
wounld probably enable us to come
%0 more just conclusions if we
knew what the subjects of these patents
are.  The greatest publicity ought to be
Ewven to this measure, as it is an ex-
traordinary special privilege we are
§IVing 4o parties who through their own
default allow their patents to expire.
Take the case that the hon. gentleman
(Sir Alex. Campbell) has suggested,
where & party had applied for & renewal
and was a day late. Possibly it would
be right in that case to revive the
patent ;  but supposing three or six
months ave allowed to pase; would it be
right to renew his patent ¥ - He had the
right to take it out in the first pluce for
fifteen years, but becanse it would cost

more he only took it for five, ag it was
Hon. Mr. Scott.
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an experiment. He has got to take the
consequences unless he complies with
the regulations of the Department. He
ought not to have the privilege of re-
vising it by legislation. However if the
particular interests affected were laid
before the House, we could probably
discuss it more intelligently.

Hon. Mr. MILLER — This Bill was
not intended to revive these patents_ap-
solutely, but simply to vest in the Minis-
ter of Agriculture the judicial power of
renewing patents wherever he thought
the circumstances justified it. ~ As that
is the case, of course the Bill itself will
not, by its passage, revive these dead pa-
tents. But the other objection suggested
by the hon. leader of the Opposition, I
think, is intended to be provided for by
the Bill. “The third clause is as fol-
lows :(— .

«Nothing in this Actcontained shall, inany
way, affect the right of any person Wwho, pre-
vious to the granting of the original patent, as
provided by section forty-eight of “The Patent
Act of 1872,”—or of any person who, since the
expiration of any of the Patents in the Sche-
dule to this Act mentioned, and previous to
the date of the revival thereof under this Act,
has purchased, acquired, constructed or made
ure of the invention torming the saubject of
such patent, or revived patent, to construct,
use or sell the specific article, machine, manu-
tacture or composition of matter patented, so

purchased, constructed, acquired or made use
of previous to the date of such revival.’

The very case that my hon. friend
speaksof, this clause of the Bill fully meets.

-1t would be a provision that would cer-

tainly suggest itself at once to any per-
son giving the subject any attention,
that if parties through their own negli-
gence have allowed their patents to ex-
pire, and others have come in and in-
vested capital in the use of such patents,
as they have a right to do, then the in-
terest thus acquived should not be preju-
diced by any legislation of this Parlia-
ment, I think it is the intention to
make this provision that no injustice
can be done in those cases.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY — I took the
same view of the third elause as my hon,
friend from Richmond, and 1 have no
doubt as to the effect of the clause suffi-
ciently protecting the interests of any
persons who had acquired rights previous
to the renewal of patents under this
Act. But the objection I have to this

5
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Bill goes entirely behind that.
the Bill is either unnecessary or.im-
-proper. 1t is founded in the preamble
upon circumstances arising from mis-
apprehension by parties of their rights.
Now what is that misappreheunsion %
It says: “ Whereas, in certuin cases,
there has been misapprehension as. to the
true intent and meaniog of so much
of section seventeen of ‘the Patent Act

_of 1872"” Now, what is that section ?
—and I may say before quoting it that
1 should be very sorry to criticize it in
any hostile way, inasmuch as it appears to
have been a Government measure,
“brought in by the Aministration which
preceeded the late Government. It
is dated in 1872, and must have
been well considered by the Minister of
Justice of that day, as it was, no doubt,
by the House. What is that section
seventeen, which provides for the re-
newal of patents, where parties take them
out for a shorter period than fifteen years ?
It appears to me that while the phrase.
ology of the clause is not in all cases
euphonious, it is quite clear. Section
seventeen is as follows :—

« Patents of invention issued by the Patent
Office shall be valid for a period of five, ten, or
fifteen years, at the option of the applicant;
but at or before the expiration of the five, ten
or fifteen years, the holder thereof may obtain
an extension of the patent for another period
of five years, and atter those second five years,
may again obtain a farther extension for

another period of five years, not in any case to
exceed a total period of fifteen years in all.”

Talk about misapprehension ! but to
the apprehension of common minds, and
to my own apprehension, the meaning of
that clause is perfectly clear and intelli-
gible. * What are the facts? We find
hy the schedule appended to this Act
that we are asked to legislate in the
interests of parties who have slept on
their rights for a period of six years. I
quite agree with the hon. leader of the
Opposition that the schedule gives us no
information as to the subject matter of
those patents, but the date of the first
one is 1869. That was a patent which
would expire in 1874. :

~ Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL. —
Not if it was for ten years. Tt may
have been ten years. -

Hon. Mr. DICKEY. — It may have
been, but we have no information as to

Hon. Mr. Dickey.

[SENATE.]
I think |

Amendment Bill.

that. Here are patents of 1871. If
they are for ten years, certainly they
have not expired yet, and we ave asked
to extend them until 1886. So I appre-
hend those are patents which must
have been taken for five years under the
Act, giving them the option by paying a
small amount of having an extensionat
the end of five years, whieh they have not
thought proper to avail themselves of ;
and now, after having gonsidered .the
matter for six years, they come to Par-
liament and ask us to put it in their
power to apply for an extension, and to
give the Minister power to grant it, and
of course they will get the extension if
this Act becomes law. I am not one of
those, as it is well known in all those
discussions on the Patent Laws, who
favor very much Patent Laws,. or the
continuance of them, and am not desir
ous of extending the privileges of those
who acquire such exclusive rights.
Whatever I may feel on the question of
finance, I think there ougnt, at all
events, to be something like free trade
in those inventions ; and if a party has
got a patent for five years, and knows
very well that he can get it extended for
another five or ten years if he chooses,
but does not choose to do so, and sleeps
on hisrights and remains six years with-
out applying for the extension, I think
it is rather too small a subject for
legislation in the interest of eertain par-
ties. As to what the subjects of a dozen
or fifteen patents mentioned in . this
schedule are I know nothing whatever,
but this House ought to know. They
may affect rights that even are not %o-
vided for in this third section. e
can hardly tell by the eagerness of those
parties te get an extension what the
effect would be. T copuld hardly conjec-
ture, even if I had the subject of the
patent before me ; but without any infor-
mation on the subject it is impossible to
forecast what the result in practice might
be. I think the Government would.do
well to consider this matter before.they
pass the Bill in Committee, for really
after all it is special legislation in the
interests of the parties effected, who, are
mentioned in the schedule. After, all,
what are those alterations of the saven-
teenth section we are asked to make?t

| They are mere verbal alterations, to make.

the language a little more classical, but
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the meaning of the section ‘is perfectly
plain, and I do not see why, by this sort
of " hypercritical legislation, we should
amend the phraseology of the clause as a
reason for renewing the rights of parties
who have long since allowed them to
expire.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL - My
hon. friend from Amherst is mistaken in
supposing that the object of the Bill is to
eorrect the language of the 17th clause
c_)f the Pabet_lt Act, or that I have any
idea of making it move classical or any-
thing of that kind. The object of the
Bill is a substantial one—to give to these
persons whose patents have expired a
renewed term waich, by some accident, T
suppose, they did not apply for in suffi-
clent time within the terms of the origi-
nal Act which thisis to amend. Ido
not know what the wisapprehensions
were which induced the holders of these
several patents mentioned in the sche-
dule, not to make their applications with-
in the time prescribed by law.

Hon. Mr. MILLER — They mifap-
_prebended the Jaw, I presume.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL — I
nerely referred to a case which had been
mentioned to me by the Minister of
Agricalture as the one which induced
him to think that some legislation was
necessary, as it was in the case I have
referred to of a person who intended to
apply for & renewal of his patent at the
end of five years, and did so, but having
posted his application, it did not reach
the Department until the very day the
patent expired, and was not before the
Minister until the following day. There
18 a case where & man lost his patent by
aecident, and there is no reason in the
world why it should not be renewed. 1
Suppose, without committing myself to
the assertion, the other cases are some-

thing analogous to that—some misap-
prehension occurred. I do not think it

is intended to renew a patent where
» man has, in the words of the
hon. leader of the Opposition, deliber-
ately allowed it to lapse and after-
wards changed his mind. There is
nothing of that kind. T suppose it will
turn out that in all those cases the party
who has allowed his patent to lapse did
not intend that it should, but through
some inadvertance, or in some way that
Hon. Mr. Dickey.
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will satisfy the commitlee, did allow it
to lapse, and it is only in such cases
that it is intended to renew them. 1
approve of the suggestion that a list of
these patents should be submitted to the
House, and I shall have one prepared
showing what the patents are, the names
of the patentees and the subjects of the
patents. My hon. friend from Richmopd
has correctly pointed out that the third
gection is intended to operate to prevent
injury occurring under the circum-
stances mentioned -by the leader of the
Opposition. In reading over that clause
1 thought it did not go far .enough,. and
I have prepared an amendrmeht to it In
the same direction, which I intend to
submit in committee. My idea is that
the third clause does not sufficiently pro-
tect thoss who, either by use of the
patent during the time it lapsed, or by
purchase from the patentee, had acquired

sowe right from him, and we ought to
protect such rights. That is intended to
e done by the third section, but I pro-
pose to amplify it. It any rights or any
users which may have been acquired
during the time the patent was in abey-

ance, are protected, and if it
should turn out when the matter
comes before the committee that

these patentees have lost their righte by
any inadvertance, to the satisfaction of
the committee. I think everybody will -
be willing to renew those rights by
extending the patents,

fAon. Mr. MILLER — To what com-

mittee does the hon. gentleman propose
to refer the bill ¢

Hon. Sir. ALEX. CAMPBELL — To
a committee of the whole House.

Hon. My. MILLER — Under the cir-
cumstances would it not be well to refer
it to some select committee of the House,
as it might be necessary to take evi-
dence 1 Of course, these are subjects to
be considered in cammittee‘ and perbaps
on evidence.

Hon. Sir. ALEX. CAMPBELL —We
will refer it to a committee of the whole
House, and if, when the papers are
brought down, it sheuld seem advisable
to refer it to a select committee, it can be
done. ‘

Hon. Mr. SCOTT — This word ¢ mis-
apprehension” may have been intro-
duced in consequence of an' sbsurd
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opinion entertained by :i.g'ent]?m‘an who
has held an active position in connec-
tion with the issuing of patents. His
opinion is that a party cannot reuew his
patent until the expiration of the term
for which it has been issued — that, in
fact, the application for the renewal
must be contemporaneous with the
expiration of the term.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL —1I
- should not wonder. I understand the
idiosyncrasies of the’ gentleman atluded
to, and probably in the case to which I
.have referred, the failure to make the
application in time was due to that
cause.

The Bill was read the second time.
The Senate adjourned at 4.20 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Monday, January 17th, 1851.

The Speaker took the chair at 3.30
p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
* The Senate adjourned at 3.40 p.m.

—————

THE SENATE.
Tuesday, January 18th, 1881.

The Speaker took the chair at {3.30
p-m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE HALIFAX FISHERIES COMMISSION.
’ MOTION.

Hon. Mrs POWER moved :—

«That an humble Address be presented to
His Excellency the Governor General, praying
that His Excellency will cause to be laid
before this House, copies of all Correspondence
respecting the alleged falsification of some of
the Statistics submitted, as part of the English
case, to the Fishery Commission which sat
at Halifax in 1877; also, of any Report or
explanation made by the Commissioner of
Figheries or any other officer of the Govern-
ment of Canada, with reference to such alleged
falsification.”

Hon. Mr. Scott.

[SENATE.]

Fisheries Commission.

He said: Members of this House and
the public generally are aware that Pro-
fessor Hind, who was one of the wit-
nesses summoned before the Halifax
Fisheries Commission in 1877, and who
was selected to index the proceedings of
that Commission, has written a number
of letters impugning the correctness of
the statistics which were used before the
Commission, the effect of the statements
in which letters would be — if we re-
garded them as being founded in fact —
to show that the award made by the
Commission was based upon mistake,
and consequently was not justifiable. In
the first place, Professor Hind wrote, 1
think in the month of June 1878, to
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries at
Ottawa. T do not know how many let-
ters he wrote to that gentleman, but,
finding there was no satisfactory response,
he wrote to the members of the Commis-
sion, to Sir Alex. Galt, M. Delfosse, and
also to the American Commissioner, Mr.
Kellogg. He went to the Foreiga Office
in KEngland, and wrote letters to Lord
Salisbury, who was Secretary of Foreign
Affairs at that time. Getting no satis-
faction in any of these places, he turned
again to Ottawa, and, quite recently, has
written to His Txcellency the Governor
General, and lastly has written to Wash-
ington. All these communications are
calculated to leave the impression that
the award was procured by fraud ; and I
think it is clearly a most desirable thing
that it should be shown that this is nos
80, and that any suspicion or taint of
fraud should be removed from the award
of the Commission. I am quite aware
that some hon. gentlemen in the House,
and some gentlemen elsewhere, are of
opinion that it is better not to notice
Professor Hind’s charges — that, by no-
ticing them in Parliament, we give the
charges and the author of the charges an
importance and notoriety that they do
not deserve, and which they otherwise
would not have. Now, if I had thought
that that view was substantially correet, I
should not have brought my motion, for-
ward ; but the fact is that Professor
Hind and his statements have . got
all the publicity and notoriety they
possibly can. They have been pub-
lished in the press of Canada and the
United States, and, to acertain extent, iv
the English newspapers, and have been
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brought before the Houge of Commons in
England, and, within the last few days,
have come before the House of Represen-
tatives at Wasbington. When newspa-
pers like the New York Tribune, Times
and World, and the Philadelphia Enquirer,
ate publishing articles dealing with a
matter of this sort, and when that matter
i3 discussed in the House of Representa-
tives at Washington, and when, as ap-
pears from yesterday’s despatches, resoln-
tions have been moved in the House of
Representatives providing for the ap-
pomntment of a4 Commission to inquire
into the. matter, it is too late to-say tha’
the subject has not become as public and
notorious as possible. And it seems to
me that it is now our duty to deal with
It in some way or other ; because every
hon. gentleman knows that, no matter
howgnfounded a statement may be, or
how 1mprobable it may be, if thag state-
ment i3 made persistently and continu-
ously, and is not contradicted, the upshot
is that the general public, who are not fa-
miliar with the circnmstances, get to be-
lieve that there must be a good deal of
trath In 1t ; and, no doubt, in this case
1t i8 particularly so with the publicin the
Umtec'l’ States; who feel that in this Hali-
fax Fisheries Commission they were
worsted, for the first time during all their
negotiations with England. It is the
first timein all those negotiations that
the interests of England have been pro-
perly advocated and looked after, and the
result has ‘been unsatisfactory to the
United States ; and the people of that
country are quite prepared to believe,
and would be only too glad to believe,
that this result, which was so unsatisfuc-
tory wo them and so satisfactory to us, was
gained by fraud. T think that the soon-

er we do something to remove this impres-
son from the minds of the people of the
United States the better. There is an-
‘)the"'m}cn,.and a more substantial one,
whr I think it is desirable that something

should be done. One reason why the
award of the Commissioners who sat at

Halifax under the Washington Treaty
was Jooked npon as being of very great
importance to Canada was that the find-
ing of that Commission formed g basis for
future negotiations. The Fisheries clauses
of the Washington Treaty . will
expire in a very few years ; and
I presume that this country will
Hon. Mr. Power.
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be represented when the matter is
being reconsidered. - The probabilities
are that another treaty will be framed,
and the finding of this Commission gives
a basis, and shows what the value of our
fisheries really is; and the value of onr
fisheries will form a very important fac-
tor in any future treaty. One caunot
help sceing that, if the impression gets
abroad that this award was bused on a

|but of leaving the matter

fiaud, apd that it does not show the
truth, one of the most important values
of the finding of the Commission will
have been lost. I may say, for my 0wn
part, that, even after reading over Pro-
fessor Hind's statement, I have not
found the slightest reason to change the
opinion which I had, that the utmost good
faith was observed through the whole
proceedings before the Commission —
that is on the part of the Canadian Gov-
ernment and in the conduct of the Brit-
ish case. I had thought of not saying
any more than I have already said,
t here to
the Government and the House, and
waiting until some explanation wa3
brought down to satisfy the minds of
members of the House, and, through them,
the country outside. But I have since
thought that it might be not improper to
give some reasons why I do not think
that Professor Hind's charges are of any
great moment. I dare say that several
hon. gentlemen who have read over Pro-
fessor Hind's last long letter in pamphlet
form, addressed to His Excellency the -
Governor General, have been puzzled to
understand it, and, in order to make it
easier to understand what Professor
Hind’s object is, I shall call attention, as
briefly as possible, to the articles of the
Washington Treaty which were dealt with
by the Commission. The 18th article of
the Washington Treaty granted certain
fishing privileges to citizens of the
United States in British waters. The
19th article granted similar privileges to
the Canadian fishermen in the United
States waters. The 21st article opened
the markets of the United States and
Canada for the reciprocal udmission
of all the products of the fisheries of
either mnation, except fish preserved in
oil, and fish the product of inland waters ;
and the 22nd article provided for the
appointmeat of the Commission. When

the Commission sat at Halifax, and while
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the trial was going on, no pains were
spared by the British agent and counsel
to show how great the advantages were
that were given to the Americans by the
18th article ; and no pains were spared
by the United States agent and counsel
to show that these advantages were worth
very little. Upon this point the evi-
dence that was relied upon almost -ex-
clusively was the oral evidence of the
fishermen themselves, as to th® vessels
engaged, and the catch made by them.
Any bon. gentleman who has read Prof.
Hind’s first letters will have noticed that
they deal largely with the fishery statis-
tics. Now, as to this question of the

value of our fisheries to American fisher-|.

1en, the statistics were apparently of
little use except to show the value of
the British fisheries to the British fisher-
wmen themselves. Thenumber of fish caught
in our waters would not show of what
value those fisheries were to the Ameri-
cans, and, consequently, much of what
Professor Hind bas said on that pcint
has been thrown away, But, for the
purpose of showing how valuable the
fisheries were in themselves, and to the
British fishermen, a statement of the
products of the Caradian fisheries was
introduced into the British case. This
statement was put in in good faith by
the Dominion Government, and was, [
believe, substantially, a correct one.
These statistics were the first object of
Professor Hind's attack. His early
letters were all devoted to showing that
there were certain mistakes in these
fisheries statistics. I shall just read one
passage from one of his earlier letters —
from a letter numbered 63. It was
written to M. Delfosse, President of the
Halifax Fisheries Commission. Tn this
letter, bearing date on the 2nd of Sep-
tember, 1879, he points out that he
has —

“8hown in correspondence with the proper
Imperial authorities that the approximate
known extent of the alterations of the official
records of the Dominion Government, as
recorded in the table submitted in the British
case, amounts in the aggregate to —

Less Mackerel................102,030 bbls.
More Herring.....c.ove0evev.. 91,000 bbls.
T.ess cans of Mackerel......... 153,710 cans,
More Smoked Salmon in boxes..323,652 boxes.

« Also, that these items in gross, are the
results of numerous changes in the tables pre-
scnted, in quantities, in denomination and in

Hon. Mr. Power.
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Fisheries Commission

prices, which run through all the years 1849 te
1875, inclusive.”

When Professor Hind sent this letter to
Monsieur Delfosse, that gentleman gave
an answer which satisfactorily dispo

of the Professor’s objections to m
fishery statistics.  The letter isa very
short one, and the House will pardon me
if I read the whole of it.

% Grverny, Der'r. Eure, Fraxce,
« October 19th, 18Y9.

¢ 8ir,—I have the honor to acknowledge the
receipt ot your letter of September the Imd
(forwarded to me here), with the table enclosed,
referring to the decision of the late Fishery
Commission at Halifax.

“I have not in my possession here the docu-
ments which would be required to elucidate
the points, which are not stated clearly and
precisely in your letter, but it strikes me that
the errors or alterations of figures, values, etc.,
in certain tables, do not, as recorded in your
letter, bear out the accusation of intentional
and systematic fraud; for, whilst some are
ercors by less, others are errors by more as well !

Hon. gentlemen will have noticed that
half the errors mentioned in the extract,
read from Professor Hind’s letter were by
wore, and half the errors by less. Then
Mr. Delfosse goes on to say :—

“The ¢cases’ presented by either Govern-
ment, however, are distinct from the evideace,
and could not alter nor impair the value and

weight of such evidence as heard before the
Commission. .

“The powers of the Commission, however,
being at an end, I can only receive your letter
as intended to convey information concerning
the communication addressed by you to the
Governments interested ; it will be for them
to appreciate this matter and decide as they
think fit.

“I keep at your disposal the document
which was enclosed in your letter.

«I am, Sir,
“Your obedient servant,
(Signed) «Mavnice DeLrosss.”

Hon. gentlemen will see that the letter
of Monsieur Delfosse completely nullified
and rendered harmless all the sixty odd
letters that Professor Hind bad written
up to that date. Professor Hind was-on
the wrong track altogether. Since then
he has changed his line of attack. The
portion of the proceedings before the
Commission dealing ‘with the actual catoh
of fish, having been removed from consid-
eration, the other question of importance
before the Commission, under the 3lat
article of the Treaty, was as to the. vilue
of the market of the United States to
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Canada as compared with the value of
the Canadian market to the United
Statés. It was contended by the Amer-
loan agent and counsel that the liberty of
lmporting fish into the United States
fréé of duty was of very much more value
to the Canadians than the liberty of free
Importation of fish from the United
Sbu.tes into Canada. This contention was
resisted by tl.xe.()anadian counsel, and, of
course, in this inquiry, it ‘became neces.
sary o go over the tables of exports and
1mports of fish to and from the United
States f01"a number of years. Statistics
were furnished on both sides, extending
OVEr twenty-six years —statistics showin g
the'export of fish from this country to
the United States, and to other coun-
tries as well, and also statistics showing
the importations from the United
States. Now, if the export of fish from
Canada to the United States, during the
existence of the Reciprocity Treaty and
the Washington Treaty, was compared
with the importation during the years
when duties were imposed, and it was
found that the exportations were very
much larger than during the years when
10 treaty existed, that might be a very
strong argament for the United States
contention, and wice wversa. Upon this
point reference was made to Canadian
and American trade returns, and Pro-
fessor Hind's later attacks have been
directed against these trade returns, I
M4y . mention, in passing, that one
matter  that wyg referred  to in
the 19th article of the' Treaty —
the value of the American fisheries
to Canadian fishermen — wag reckoned
by us, and admitted on the other side
to.be nothing at all, Ty is, as I have
Just said, on the trade returns farnished
by our Customs Department that Pro.

fi;';orﬁﬂmd has made his recent attacks.
e rgt qltest}on i3 as to our exporta-
“’gs.to t]!B‘UmM States. I shall deal
a5 nel.iy a8 I can with those. Professor
Hind, in h.ls last pamphlet, at page 5
refers to this mattey, He do,es in othel"
places, too; but I shall briefly refer to
this one general state

oment of his. It is
- the second section, s Pigh Exports

from Canada to the United States :—-

"4First — In framing the averages of
of Ganada to the United States dugringotl‘:: l:l‘:xrtt;
Padt_)d, 1867 to 1873, the compiler lessened the
record of exports from Prince Edward

Island to the United States, and increased the
Hon. Mr, Power,
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official record of exports to other countries. In
some cases this alteration of records of Govern-
ment was.nade to a very large extent.”

With reference to that, I am informed
that it was stated on behalf of England
that the Prince Edward Island returns
were not accurate, and it was not pre-
tended by the counsel or agent of the
British Government that those returns
were altogether reliable.  Prof. Hind
goes on to say :—

« Second. — The prices given in the Cus.
toms returns, of fish exported to the United
States, when compared with the prices charged
to other countries, are so widely different,
and so much less during the ycars 1874, 1875
and 1876 as to suggest certain conclusions
respecting the origin of these (.fferences.”

«Third, — Certain large itcms of fish ex-
port to the United States are absent from the
Customs returns during different years. :

“The effect of these artifices is to diminish,
to a very large extent, the record of exports of
fish and the products of fish from Canada to
the United States, during both the duty period,
from 1867 to 1873, and the Washington Treaty
period.”

There is about the clearest and most
direct charge which is made by Professor
Hind, asfar as I have been able to see ;
and hon. gentlemen will pardon me if I
try, in as few words as T can, to show
how little foundation there is for that
charge. 1In the first place, the records,
as | have already stated, extend over
twenty-six years. The returns were
furnished by the Fisheries Department,
and in order to check those returns as
far as possible — they were known not
to be very accurate — when the case was
being prepared, the Department of Agri-
culture was consulted. The census re-
turns were wade use of in order to check
the trade returns, and it was found that.
they went to confirm the returns of the
Fisheries Department. But, hon. gen-
tlemen, that was not the most important
and conclusive evidence. That is only
prima facie evidence that these returns
were correct. The fact is that the United
States had a record of their importations
from us, which, as one would naturally
expect, was much more accurate
than any we could keep, because
all their importations of fish passed
through the Custom House, and their
record would naturally be an accurate
one. When the two compilations, the
Canadian and the American, for the
same period, compiled from their trade
returns, were compared by the English
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Counsel and the American Counsel, it
was found that during the whole period
of twentysix years, involving so many
millions of dollars, the difference in the
aggregate amounted to only a few thou-
sand dollars ; and thatdifference probably
arose almost altogether from the inac-
curacy of the Prince Edward Island
returns. I think this is most con-
clusive evidence that this, the most
serious of Prof. Hind’s charges, is alto-
gether unfounded. The only other
question that the Commission had to con-
sider — having to deal with the question
of the relative value of the markets —
was the question of our imports of fish
from the United States ; and on this

point the Canadian statistics were
admi.ted by the Americans to be
more ~accurate than their own.

And to show how differently the Ameri-
can agent, who was a very able man,
and the American counsel looked at this
matter from Prof. Hind, the Americans
insisted on selecting as a basis of calcu-
lation the very year 1874 — in which
Prof. Hind has discovered the greatest
falsifications as against the American
interest. The Americans insisted on
selecting that year as the year on which
the decision of the Commissioners was to
be based. They found that the statistics
of that year were more favorable to them
than the statistics of any other year, and
they alleged as to that year that the
Canadians, if there had been a duty,
would have paid four hundred thousand
dollars. The English argument which
was, I think, to a certain extent recog-
nized by the Comuwissioners in their
award — although I donot know exactly
on what they based their decision — was
that the consumer paid the duty,
and not the Canadian exporter. With
reference to the question of importation,
tne only way in which to establish any
case of deliberate fraud against the Ca-
nadian Government or their agents, or
against the agent of the British Govern-
ment, would be to show that these
tables of importations into Canada from
the United States had been systematic-
ally and continuously falsified ; that the
imports from the United States into
Canada during the non-treaty years had
been systematically lessened, or that the
imports during the treaty years had been
increased, or both. Now, Professor Hind
Hon. Mr. Power.
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does not give any evidence whatever to
sustain such a charge as that ; and conse-
quently I think 1hat any impartial man
reading over his pamphlet would come to
the conclusion that his charges were not
sustained by the facts. He does point
out certain apparent ertors and dis-
crepancies in the trade returns, but
nothing at all tending to show any sys-
tematic or deliberate falsification. Some
of those apparent errors and discrepan-

cies have been already explained,
and I bhave no doubt that the
officers of the Fisheries and - Cus-

toms Departments will be able o
satisfactorily explain the -wlole of them.
In fact, the question of the importations
into Canada trom the United States had
very little to do with the award. The
English counsel in the case velied chiefly
upon the evidence ot United States wit-
neses to prove that the consumer paid.the
duty. I think it will strike any one who
reads Prof. Hind’s letters, that he has
not approached this subject in a judicial
frame of mind, but seizes and magnifies
everything which appears at first sight to
tell against the parties who prepared the
British case. In one of his earlier letters,
he speaks of a correction which he made
in an official table. He says chat he
called the attention of Mr. Bergne the
Secretary of the Fisheries Commission, to
certain errors in a table of. the Canadian
Fisheries Returns, and at his own sug-
gestion those errors were corrected, and
then he makes that fact evidence of a
deep laid scheme to defraud the Ameri-
cans. Then he refers to a tabular state-
ment which was used before the Com-
mission, and amongst other things he

'says that the results given by this state-

ment varied from those in the smaller
statements out of which it was composed.
The fact is that the smaller statements
upon which the larger one was based
were handed in as evidence, and this large
tabular statement was only put in as a
matter of convenience. It is not at ali
probable that if the British agents
were putting in falsified tables they
would put in along with them
the evidence that they were forgeries.
In the same way, take the letter written
lagt summer to the Toronto Globe by the
Commissioner of Fisheries, an officer
whom Prof. Hind has said some very
severe things about. In this letter the



_ The Halifax [JaNvary
Commissioner of Fisheries refers to l
certain statistics which ‘were used before

the Halifax Comtission. If he were
conscious in his own mind that those
tables were forged or falgified, it is not at
ali probable—particularly after attention
had been called to them by Prof. Hind
80 very publicly — that he would bring
those tables out before the public again ;
a.nd.. the fact that the Commissioner did
80, . is the. best evidence that he, at all
events, did not believe that there
was anything falsified or forged about
them. Yt will be noticed, as indicating
the nature of Prof. Hind’s feelings, that
in his (_:arlier communications, Mr. Ford,
F‘he British agent, and Mr. Bergne, the
Secretary of the Commission, were the
principal  objects of his attack,
and after the Foreign Office and
the Government here declined to
notice him, then Mr. ‘*Miall, of
the Inland Revenue Ilepartment, and
Mr. Whitcher, Commissioner of Fisheries,
became.the special objects ot attack, and
at the present time he seems unfriendly |
towards everybody who has had anything |
10 do with the Commission. - As;
showing the frame of mind in‘
which Prof. Hind has approached this |
subject, it may be noticed that, when he

found his first attack was altogether a

mistaken one, instead of dropping the |
Tatter, he apjarently looked around for
some other point on which to make an
Kamk ; 8nd he thinks that he has found ;
at other point, and is iow making his
attack there, although ho takes a
different line from the one he adopted in
tlfe first instance. I have looked over
his pamphlet, and shall call attention to
three or four places where he has made
3:::0; aui;v one can see are serious blun-
- Yor instance, on page 10 of this
pamphlet he speaks abo{itg the astonish-
S lmparts of fresh fishl from the United
dtgatjeﬂ to Nova Scotia and Ontario
uring the sea-on of 1874 ; and he goes
on in the very next paragraphy to show
that there' could not have been any
wrong motive in this case, because he
says there could be no fiscal reason for
the enormous importation of fish after
the Washington Treaty, because fresh
fish were duty free before the Treaty.
8till a very large proportion of Prof,
Hind’s efforts in this pamphlet are de-

voted to establishing that more fresh
Hon. Mr. Power.

18, 1881.] Fisheries Commission. T3

fish and of a different character was
stated to have becn imported than had
actually been imported from the United
States into Canada. Then, in another
place, at page 47, he deals with the
matter of mackerel cans ; and he seems to
think it is a very serious crime on the
part of the Commissioner of Fisheries in
making up the returns of the produce of
the fisheries that he should alter the
word “cans” into “pounds,” and he
says i—

«The Commissioner of Figsheries was pass-
fng his pen through records of the Govern-
ment which obliterated 153,710 cans of
mackerel from the aggregate trade of the
country by altering the denomination from
 cans” to “1bs,” as may be seen by compars
ing the statement on page 78 of the “ Corres—
pondence respecting tue Halifax Fisheries
Commission with the official details from
which that statement is falsely alleged to be
taken. A similar and subsequent oblitera-
tion of cans of mackerel may be recognized by*
comparing the statement on pags 19 of the
Fishery Report for 1877 with the Jdetails from
which that statement is algo falsely aileged to
be taken.”

. If the professor had known very much

of the subject he was talking about he
would have known there was really no
falsification at all in that change, be
cause each can contains a pound, and I

| presume that as the Cowmissioner of

Fisheries desired to make up the state-
ment by weight, so as to show the quan.
tity of fish, he converted the cans into
pounds. That is one of the serious
charges made against the Department
here. Prof. Hind hasa good deal to say
abéut the difference 'in price between
packages of oysters sent to one
province and oysters sent to another.
The fact is that oysters sent to
Ontario, and which cost a good
deal more than those sent to Nova
Scotia, are for the most part without
shells. In Nova Scotia they import a
great deal in shells by vessels, and they
naturally cost much less per barrel in

‘that way. A good deal was said by

Professor Hind in his pamphlet about
fish imported into Nova Scotia. He
gays that there were more shown to have
been imported than were actually brought
in. I am not familar with the exact’
quartities, but I know that about the
time he refers to large quantities of fish

were imported 1nto Nbva Scotia
from the United States— a large
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amount for exportation in  con-
sequence of the failures of the New-
toundland fisheries. In the Halifax
Chronicle, which reached here a few days
ago, I find that Prof. Hind attacks the
Dominion statistics on another ground.
He finds, on looking into the statistics
of coal raised in the Province of Nota
Sootia, that the Dominion returns gave
in one year less than the local returns,
and in another vear more. That shows
that there is a mistake in the statistics
somewbere, but it does not show any
deliberate falsification of the returns.
There must be some reason why Prof
Hind has made all theze various state-
ments, and why he has taken the pains
to write so many long and elaborate
letters, which are counted now, I think,
by something more than the hundred.
It seems to me that Prof. Hind isa man
of most intense application to anything
to which he turns his attention, and he
has allowed himself to brood over those
figures until he became morbid and in-
capable of seeing them as they really
are, and he has got to think — everyone
can see that from the tone of his letters
— that every trifling error and discrep-
ancy is evidence of some deliberate and
monstrous fraud. He magnifies every
mole-hill into a mountain. It seems to
me that probably my learned colleague
behind me (Dr. Almon), if he investi-
gated Prof. Hind's mental condition,

would find him, as to these sta-
tistics, at all events, a mono-
maniac. Because, if we do not
adopt this theory, hon. gentlemen

will gee that we shall have to assume
some most improbable things. In the first
place, if we are to believe that Prof.
Hind is right, we must not only believe
that our Canadian statistics are wrong,
but that the United States statistics are
also incorrect ; that the census statisticy
are wrong, and that the officers in the
Departinents of Marine and Fisheries,
Customs and Agriculture, have been
guilty of deliberate, systematic and long
continued fraud and forgery ; we must
believe that Sir A. T. Galt, Mr. ¥ord,
the British agent, Mr. Bergne, the late
and present Ministers of the Dominion,
and the Jate and present Secretaries for
Foreign Aflairs in England were, if not
" parties to these frauds and forge-
ries, to a certain extent accessories

Hon. Mr. Power.
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after the  fact. Further  than
that, we have to .believe that Mr.
Delfosse, the President of the Commis-
sion, a man of stainless character and
great ability, was also a party after the
fact, to this great crime. And still fur-
ther that the Hon. Ensign Kellogg, the
American representative on the Commis-
sion, is also in the same position. Now,
it ig quite impossible to suppose anything
of the sort, and it seems to me that any
thoughttul citizen of the United States
who looks at the thing calmly for a few
wonients must see that it is altogether im-
possible that we can believe Prof. Hind
to be correct. There is no effect
without a cause, and although I do
not know that it is necessary to
look for causes for the peculiar
bias - given to Prof. Hind’s mind,
still there ,are some causes whick
suggest themselves not unnaturally. I
do not think — although probably
Professor Hind is ander the im-
pression that he is doing a very
patriotic thing — that patriotism i
the passion which actuates him. I find
in his letter to Sir Alexander Galt,
written on board the steamer Peruvian,
November, 1878, that he speaks in this
way veferring to there erroneous fishery
statistics :—

« Being apprehbensive that, when the frauds
shonld become known, an outburst of taunt
and indignation from the American people
would be greatly detrimental to international
relations, immediately after their discovery in
Juoe last, I informed Sir A. J. Smith, sabse«
quently the Merquis of Salisbury, and then
the Earl of Duflerin.”

He was afraid the Awericans would
become very much excited when they
found out these alleged frauds ; but stili
we find him, in a letter written ten
months afterwards, in September, 1879,
to Mr. Delfosse, sending the evidence
which he thought sustained these charges.
of fraud, and saying that the tenor of this
letter wdild be communicated to' 8ir

Alexander Galt and Mr. Kellogg, the

United States Commissioner. You will
perceive that the knowledge which he.
was apprehensive that the people of the
United States would acquire of these
frauds he reveals himself. Mr. Kellogg
apparently paid no attention whatever to
his statement. Professor Hind speaksin.
that letter in this way:— o
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“Apart from the dishonorable and illegal
mature of the transaction the good relations
and harmony of the United States and the Bri-
tish North American Provinces should not be

Placed in jeopardy by the unlawful acts of two
or threo lndiﬁdml:.y

a :'Neithert sll::u:d the official records of
ernmen nowingly stained with the
proofs of premeditated fraud in an interna-
tional contention, which must be brought to
light within five years, and with greatly in-
;)_tmed. responsibilities, thus imperilling faith

: Il &ood government and its official records.”

shall not quote any more from this
lelter on that 5

point, but Prof. Hind's
wol:dt‘;:ct shows clearly that patriotism is
I © motive which actuates him, be-
cause after writing his long and elabo-
rate letter to His Excellency the Gov-
ernor General, he does not wait until
this Parliament shall have dealt with the
m&tfpr, or an investigation is made, but
hurries his letters and all the evidence,
as he cousiders it, of the blackest sort of
crume, o the authorities at Washington.
That certainly was not the act of a
patriot. In fact if there were nothing
elge, I think that this one act of Prof.
Hind is enough to show that his motives
are by no means admirable or
nable, 1 bave already trespassed
too long on the time of the House, and
I shall not trouble you with reading
seme further extracts which, perhaps, go
;‘; HBQW the motives which really actuate
t.bmtf.‘ Hind. It will be noticed, I think,
r'e:er:l the earlier part of his letters he

with an appar i
t0 the faversh pparent bitterness of tone

¢ e mention made i Y
Ford’s despatches of certain geenlgeglelx;
who co-operated with Mr. Ford in pre-
paring the British case, and it seemé to
me that that bitterness of tone runs all
tﬁl_'ou[,;h this correspondence of Prof,
. einds from beginning to end. I cannot
- p feelmg that if his name had been
F:;{l n fagombly mentioned in M.
bons espatches, and if he had

! 88 .4 man of a little mo
lmportance when the Commission w;:
sitting, probably wo would not have been
troubled with any of this correspondence
or yxth the difficulties that may arice out
of it ; though I do not think any serious
difficulty is likely to

arigse, I
been able to investigate al) thoh‘;;l:;;z:

made by Prof. Hind, but as far g4 |

been able to go, his charge:h:ie[ 'blzx

proved unfounded, or without any

serious Dasis ; and I feel quite confident
Hon. Mr. Power.
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that if fully investigated all his charges
will be found to be of the same character.
As to the exact form in which the
matter is to be dealt with, I cannot
say. 1am moving for the correspond-
.ence, and for & rveport from some
officer of the incriminated Departments ;
but it may be that the Government have
some more satisfactory way of dealing
with the matter than that. Some hon.
gentlemen have spoken of having a
special committee of the House to 1nves-
tigate it, but it seems to me that the
exact mode in which the public miad is
to be satisfied on the subject isnot of
very much consequence so long as 1%
is made clear that there is no solid
basis for Prof. Hind’s charges. In con-
clusion, I beg leave to move the resolu-
tion of which I have given notice.

Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE — Inrising
to sacond the motion made by my hon.
friend on the other side of the House, I
wish to make a few remarks. It seems
to me that the subject is one of consider-
able importance. It imputes certair
grave misdemeanors and offences to twe
important departments in our public
service, and those accusations have
found their way into the United States,
and, having found considerable credence
there, and having been made, I believe,
the subject of a mwotion in Congress, I
think it becomes the Legislatuce of Can-
ada to make such inquiries into the case
as shall decide whether there is really
any ground for those aceusations or not.
Had those charges been made by some
unknown individual, I should probably
have treated them with less considera-
tion than we do at present, but as it so
happens that the gentleman who has
made them, Professor Hind, has occupied
for many years past important positions in
the Dominion service —and especially
on the Halifax Cominission—it becomes
essential that we should treat him and
treat his statement with some considera-
tion. I observe from the title page of
his pamphlet, which is a letter addressed
by Professor Hind to the Governor Gen-’
eral, that it bears on its title page a state-
ment of the different public positions
which that gentleman has filled since the
year 1857 up to 1872. It appears that
he has been pretty constantly in the

public service, and be has occupied some
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important positions. He has been geo-
logist to the Red River expedition, 1857 ;
he had charge of the Assiniboine and Sas-
katchewan expedition in 1858 ; he is

author of the Narrative of the Canadian |

expedition to the North-West, 1860 ; Ex-
plorations in the interior of the Labrador
Peainsula, 1863 ; Official report on the
geology of New Brunswick, 1865 ; Offi-
cial reports on Waverly, 1869 ; Sher-
brooke, 1870 ; Mount Uniacke, Oldham
and Renfrew gold districts of Nova Sco-
tia, 1872, etc., and several other public
positions. I will not detain the House
to recapitulate themm. What I propose to
do is simply to lay before the House_a
{few extracts from his letter addressed to
the Governor General, which, I think,
demand explanation. The mode which
my hon. friend from Halifax has taken
to draw public attention to this question
i, J think, a proper one in the first in-
stance, but it does seem to me that a
more complete and thorough mode of in-
vestigating those charges would be to refer
them to a select commitiee of the Senate.
I observe that in the fourth page of Pro-
fessor Hind’s letter he sets forth his in-
tention in the following words: —

«T propose to show Your Excellency that
ihis ¢published information® is gleaned or
falsified from the Annual’ Trade and Naviga-
tion Returns of the Customs Departments, and
the Fishery Returns of the Department of Ma-
rine and Fisheries; also that during a series of
yeurs many of the details emtodied in the offi-
cial reports of these departments of Govern-
ment are of such a doubtful character as to
excite the gravest gsuspicions of their truthful-
ness, and in some instances.to induce a belief
that the entries ave fictitious, misleading and
premeditated.” '

Now, hon. gentlemen, if the writer of
this pamphlet can substantiate this state-
wment, I think it is a bad case for the De-
partment to which he refers. For my
own part, I confess at once that I cannot
erediv it. I believe that for some cause,
- that I cannot undertake to desciibe, Pro-
fessor Hind has bheen laboring under a
nisconception. It seems to me to be in-
credible that any officials would under-
take, from any cause whatever, to place
false statements before the public in such
a way as he describes. I will simply
make u few extracts from Professor
Hind’s pages in order to show the neces-
sity which, in my opinion, exists for far.
ther inguiry. Speaking of the item of
furs, as an illustration of the manner in
dlon. Mr. Haythorne.
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which those returns were falsified, he re-
fers to “furs, skins and tails,” which
are, as we all know, the produce of land
animals, and, as he asserts, that the
Marine and Fisheries Department has
taken means to introduce these returns of
skins, furs and tails from the Customs
Department into that of the Marine and
Fisheries, and that he has exaggerated
their value. He says of furs and skins, .
the produce of fish or marine animals,
the value stated in the returns laid be-
fore the Halifax Commission was $246,-
535, and the furs, sking and tails of other
entries were valued at $41,826, making
a total of $288,361. But, be says, these
items have been transposed, and that the
value of the furs and skins of land ani-
mals has been attributed to animals the
product of the sea, and vice wersa; con-
sequently an increased value has been
given to our marine exports which pro-
perly belongs to our land exports. This
is one of the points to which Professor
Hind attaches very great importance.
He has also, on page 17 of his pamphlet,
reférred to the exports of codfish, salted,
from Prince Edward Island, as follows :—

Great Britain, 13cwt................ $ 3,098
United States, 30 cwt........... oo 10,708
British W, Indies, 24 cwt........ ees 9,402

A total of 67 cwt., valued at $23,208, or,
as he says, “the aggregate exportation
being at the rate of $344 per hundred
weight for salt codfish.” Now, it cer-
tainly is incumbent on us, if this is a true
description of the return laid before the
Halifax Convention, that this should be
investigated. In another place he speaks
(at page 11) of the imports of fresh cod-

‘fish, including ling and pollock, from the

United States, in the year 1874, as fol-
lows :—

Province Quantity Value Price per 1b.
Ontario,..... 294515 $13,737 42c, nearly
Nova 8cotia.. 19,325 2,147 1lc, ¢
N. Brunswick. 5,175 671 13c,
Quebec .. .. No quantity 60,450
He goes on to show, in another place; the
extraordinary discrepancy that the same
description of codfish had been exported
from those provinces at the rate of one
cens per pound. I might go on to a very
great extent showing similar discrepan-
cies, but to do so would occupy too much
time, and i3 not neceesary to lead hon.
gentlemen to a conclusion in this affair.
The pamphlet is full of extravaganees
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such as those I have mentioned. They
may not obtain currency here in Canada,
but as they have obtained currency in
the United States, and as it must, I am
sure, be the object of every member ot
this Senate to maintain the honor of our
country intact, I think it is essential
that we should give the Department
whose returns are impugned in this way
an opportunity of proving that Professor
Hind's charges are untrue. Therefore I
have, with great pleasure, undertaken the
d}xty of seconding my hon. friend’s mo-
tion. T have not put the question before
the House in precisely the same manner
8 my hon. friend has. He argued, er-
talnly not without success, that the
statements of Professor Hind are not
correct. For my part, I admit T have
not yet studied the subject so attentively
a8 to be able, absolutely, to acquit the
Departments implicated, but I think
there is matter enough in this pamphlet
to warrant investigation. |

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH — It is
quite evident that the whols case on
which the award was based and obtained
wag made up and prepared substantially
for the late Government by their prede-
cesgors in the Marine and Fisheries De-
partment.  If there were any discrepan-
cles in this statement made by the
Department, at that time, certainly the
late Government had three years in
which to examine, revise and correct the
reports. It seerns to me that the charges
of wilful fraud and falsification by Pro-
fessor Hind point directly to the term
of the late Liberal Government, from the
autumn of 1872, and they are directed
at the gentleman who was at that time
at the head of the Marine and Fisheries
Department, who received and wears
Tmperial honors for the fishery award —
on a case made up by his predecessor in
that Department with every iutention
and desire to be accurate, and in which
no material error is shown with his sex
vices 1n conuection with that Depart-
ment and the Halifux Commission. Pro
fessor Hind charges the ex-Minister of
Marine and Fisheries with having delib-
erately, wilfully and fraudulently falsi-
fied the reports, the returns and statis-
tics. . My hon. friend (Mr. Power) has
thought proper to stand in the breach in
support and defence of that Adminis-
tration, and that Minister's honor and

Hon. Mr. Haythorne.
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integrity, and has evidently - devoted
much pains to the task in this matter. I
think it is questionable, however.
whether the Senate should take this mat-
ter into consideration at all, as it is a
question between the Imperial Govern-
ment and the United States, and, after
the Imperial authorities have declinzd to
take any notice of it, to me it seems to
give unwarranted importance to the
matter. My hon. friend admits that he
had some doubts as to whether he ought
to have brought the matter up here. At
all events, I think it might have been
brought up with greater effect and facility
by the gentleman who received those
Tmperial honors, and whose reputation
and charnacter, together with the honor
of the country, have been impugned by
Professor Hind, but who has thought
proper not to notice it, or to explain
his official acts. Although I must say I
do not approve of the course adopted by
my hon. fiiend, I am free to confess that
he has shown us that,as far as his research’
gozs, if there had been mistakes and dis-
crepancies, they could not have been
made with fraudulent or even improper
intent, because they were immaterial to
the issue, and could not have affected the
basis on which the award was founded,
and could not have been taken into ac-
count in making up the award. I must
say, from the prominent position Pro-
fessor Hind has held in many public
matters, considerable importance might
be attached to his statementa by the oul-
side public, and I am very glad that, as
my hon. friend has noticed this matter,
hie has shown, as far as he can, that those
errors, if there are errors, could not have
affected the award of the Commission,
and, having done that, if any further
steps are to be taken in this matter in
this Parliament, it appears to me thas it
is the duty of the late Minister of Marine
and Fisheries to initiate them, and to
exonorate himself and the Government
of which he was a member, and the
country, from any stigma that might pos-
sibly be attached to him by Professor
Hind’s charges—charges which my hon.
friend thinks have proceeded from a
source not worthy of the notice and pub-
lic attention they have received.

Hon. Mr. HOWLAN — It was not
until late this afternoon that I procured
a copy of Professor Hind’s pamphlet.
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1 did so because it contains a reference
to the evidence that I gave myself. I
have looked over the statistics here with
the greatest care I possibly could, and X
find, from my own experience in the
fishing business, that Professor Hind has
been greatly led astray. If I were to
state to the House at the present time
that this very year the export of smelt
alone, from the Province of New Bruns-
wick, is much more than the export of
salion, T am sure I would be laughed
at, but for all that it is so, as a reference
to the statistics published by the St.
John Telegraph of a recent date will
establish beyond doubt. What is the
veason? It is this: salmon fishing in
New Brunswick this year has been an
entire failure, and, consequently, salmon
‘does not appear in the returns as before.
On looking over the pamphlet, I find
that one of the principal facts on which
he grounds his accusation is the export
of fresh fish from Quebec. I can under-
stand how such a statement can be made
up, from my knowledge of the fishing
business, and how, without any intention
to defraud, such a statement might get
into the fisheries returns. If be had
proved in his statement that the quan-
tity of salt codfish, etc., had not been
exported that particular year, there
would be some room for suspecting that
the $101,000 had been used to swell up
the exports from the Province of Quebec,
but he does not state that fact. Refer-
ence has been made to the prices of cod-
fish, hake and pollock. The prices of
fish vary like the prices of other things.
You sometimes find Halifax importing
fish from the United States, and vice
versa. Sometimes it is up in one place
-and down in another. There may be
orders in Halifax for a certain descrip-
tion of fish which can be found only at
“St. Johns, Newfoundland, or Boston, and
the prices may go up or down that
way, and you can readily accouut for
this statement here. If Iyrefessoxf Hind
had taken into his confidence some gentle-
men who were interested in the fishing
business in Halifax, he would, no doubt,
have been put right in a short time.
‘With regard to those values, Professor
Hind makes a statement respecting
the prices of fish, showing that, while in
ene province a reasonable export price
was recorded, in another province, a

Hon. Mr. Howlan.

[SENATE.]

|

Fisheries Commission.

remarkably low one was charged for ex-
ports to the United States. But prices
are ruled by the circumstances and the
time. He shows thatin 1879 the prices
of dry salted codfish exported were $4.14
to the Spanish West Indies, and $2.67
to the United States. The cause of that
difference is very easily arrived at. That
particular year may have been vne in.
which there had been a very poor cateh
in the United States, and, consequently,
the very poorest kind of fish wag in the
market, hence the price. The very con-
trary was the case in Nova Scotia. - In
1875 the prices were, to the West Indies,
$4.88, to the United States, $3.77, a
difference of $1.11 ; in 1876 the differ-
ence was $1.02, and the three following
years it ranged from 40 to 62 cents.
That i3 very easily accounted for by
commercial causes.  Then he lays great
stress wpon the difference between the
prices of pickled herring imported into
this country and exported from this
country into the United States. That
can be readily understood and explained
by those acquliinted with the fishing
business.  In the spring of the year a
very large fleet goes to the Magdalen
Islands and bring home large quantities
of fish in bulk, as it is called, and these
they generally sell at one cent a pound.
These fish are then packed, and prepared
for exportation, and the price is increased
by $1.50 a barrel for packing, ete. He
says in 1877 Prince Edward Island is
recorded to have exported to the United
States 1,210 barrels of pickled herring
for $3,855 or at the rate of $3.18 a
barrel, a difference of $1.59 a barrel be-
tween the import and the export ‘price
of pickled herring for the Provinee of
Prince Edward Island, being more than
the total price per barrelcharged by Que-
bec in 1874 and 1875 for similar articles
imported into the United States. Quebec
and Ontario use all the herring they get
for consumption, while the herring of
Prince Edward Island are used chiefly
for bait for the mackerel fishing ; and I
have known some cases where the price
of herring almost rose to the price of
mackerel, becaunse they could not ebtain
them for bait; and I can understand a
discrepancy of that kind ereeping in. I
remember distinctly there was a very
poor oatch at Magdalen Islands in
1877. There was about the same re-
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sult from that as from the Nova
Scatin fishery, and we. were com-
pelled by force of circumstances to go to
the United States or elsewhere to buy
harring.  On page 19, again, with regard
to, pickled halibut -sent to the United
States, he goes on to show that pickled
halibut going to the United States from
Nova Scotia was recorded at s cortain
rate ; thx?t pickled ha but going from New

gunsmck was recorded at a different
rate.  That matter ig very readily un-
dexatood. At one particular season of
the year halibut iy very -high, while at
another season of the year it is very low,

:{113 IOther causes may combine to increase

_ OWer prices. Now, again, with re-
gard to the annual expense, it is true we
have no internal revenue bureau con-
hected with our Government here as
they have in the United States.
We have to depend altogether on the
Customs and the Trade and Navigation
returns. Under the circumstances it is
surprising thal our statistics are as
accurate as they are. Iun
States every man has to pay duty on his
income,and there are supervisors on every
mile of the coast taking evidence as to
- the exports and imports, and the value of
the fisheries, while we have to depend
altogether on our Trade and Navigation
returns and Customs reports. Notwith-
standing the facilities for compiling statis-
tis in the United States, I have no
hesitation in saying, from my experience
“lg' all events, that if you were to examine
them as critically as Professor Hind has
examined those of this couatry, you might
find them as imperfect in some particulars
as our own, There may be inaccuracies
from a variety of causes, but I do not
think the charge of systematic frand or
naccuracy can be borne out. Itisa
matter of notoriety, in connection with
this fact, that after a comparison of both
the returns of this Dominion and of the
United States on this particular question,
the difference in 27 years does ot
amount to much more than $100,000;
proof sufficient that the statistics were
very well attended to and very exactly
taken, I know,so faras [am concerned,
1 was not a supporter of the Government
which was in power at that time, but
having been asked to give evidence asa
public man before the Commission, I
did s0. I left my Lome, and attended

Hon. My, Ilowlan.
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the meeting of the Commission at Hali-
fax, and gave my evidence.  Professor
Hind in his report here notices my testi-
mony, ana endeavors to manufacture out
of it something to support false dedac-
tions. He takes the exports to the Uni-
ted States, for the year 1872, from Prince
Edward Island. Why he takes that -
particular year I cannot understand, but
then he says.:—

«In this independent official statement we
observe Senator Howlan’s figures for mack-
erel not only correctly given, but the total
amount of fish exported to the United States
in 1872, returned by the Custom House officer
at $137,746, in place of Mr. Barry's §92,838
worth.

«1n effect, a Senator of the Dominion pro-

duces upon oath, before a court of justice, the
records

of "his own work and his
own Government in a distant Province,
when that - Province possessed juris-

diction over her Trade and Navigation Re-
turns. Subsequently, in the same ceourt of
justice, an officer of the Dominion Customs
Department at Ottawa, produces upon oath an
alleged statistical statement ot the same de-
tails, but differing altogether from the Sena-
tor's statement, and he declares that he has
derived his results from the same source as the
Senator himself.”

Now, the matter is very easily ex-
plained. In Prince Edward Island the
fisheries are mainly on the north side.
The prevailing winds during the fishing
season are from the north-west. At in-
tervals,. possibly about three or four
weeks, a very heavy blow comes on from
the south-east or north-east. On such
occasions vessels loading off the north
shore go to Shediac at the Gulf end of
the Intercolonial Railway, and deliver
their mackerel there to be placed en route
for Boston or other ports in the United
States. Asa consequence, those mack-

|erel would not appear in the Custom

House returns of Prince Edward Island,
whilst they would necessarily appear in
those of New Brunswick. When the
matter was under discussion, and when
Judge Foster took up the returns and
read them, I remember distinctly he
said “ these differ from your statement.”
I8aid “J cannot help that,” and I -ex-
plained at that particular time the
discrepancy between them. Those re-
turns were taken from the journals. of
our own Legislature. I explained it
very distinctly so that no misunderstand-
ing should arise. Now Professor Hind
misconstrues that. He says:
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¢ The thing is done in such a manner, that
the officer of the Customs. Department- at
Ottawa triumphs in thie court of justice, and
use is made of his falsified figures. The two
statements cannot be true, and the Senator's
statement is susceptidle of verification.”
Why was it “ susceptible of verification ¥’
The answer is obvious, because, then and
there, I substantiated the statement I
gave by official documents, and he
should have stated in his pamphlet the
reason which I gave, and not to try to
find fault with the gentlemen who pre-
pared the statistics from the only data
they could get — the returns from their
own custom houses. Then he goes on
from that_to state that, if the statistics
are wrong in one particular, they are
wrong in the other. But he goes on
to show, from the records of Prince
Fdward Island, that my statement is
correct. It certainly may be a pleasure
to him to do so, but it is entirely beg-
ging the question. On page 29, in the
same way, referring to oysters, he puts
the exports of oysters from New Bruns-
wick at 13,274 barrels. What the price
of oysters was in the United States
at that particular time I am at a loss to
know, but it may have so happened that
there was a very large export of oysters
from Prince Edward Island to St. John,
New Brunswick; that the oyster crop
in the United States was bad at that
tigee, and where there was almost daily
communication between St.John and Bos-
ton,it may possibly have been in the inter-
est of those engaged in the oyster business
at this time to ship to Boston from S¢.
John: There must be some commercial
reason why this export appears in the re-
turns. I fail to see that any case is made
out here which cannot, with a very little
investigation, be satisfactorily reported
on, and I have no doubt that, if the Am-
erican Government thought it was of
sufficient weight and importance, cor-
respondence would be furnished on
the matter. After the exhaustive
evidence produced at that Commis-
sion from men ucquainted with
the Atlantic coast, from the Uni-
ted States,
they would have allowed those sta-
tistics to go unchallenged.  They had
every sert of information they could get,
and, to use a common expression, they
left no stone unturned. The American
steamer Speedwell was fitted up specially

Hon. Mr. Howlan.
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for the service, under the supervision of
Professor Spencer H. Baird, who has in
very able reports contributed a muss of
information on the subject, second to
none, and of the most valuable data
which can be relied on ; a mass of infor-
mation that 1 am sure no other country
in the world could supply, and Professor
Hind hiwself furnished some information
about the homes and haunts of the fish.
So accurate were the instruments
they had on board the Speedwell that they
were enabled to go to some particular
part of the Gulf when there was a dis-
pute about fish, to go down to the bot-
tom, and bring the identical fish up itself.

1 can come to only one conclusion, that if
anything of a very important natare in
the interests of the American people
had been lost sight of, there were men
well qualified indeed to supply it — men
who have given great attention to the fish-
ing interests, of illustrious men and mer-
chants—highly accomplished merchants ;
amd to think that they would allow their
case to be treated in such a way with the
very eniment men they had on the Com-
mission, I do not believe it can be
verified if a committee is struck to inves-

tigate the matter. )

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL —
The hon. member from Halifax, who bas
brought this matter under the notice of
the House seems to have satisfied him-
self that the statements which have been
made by Professor Hind are not entitled
to credence, and that he is probably a
monomaniac oh the subject of them. He
has also told us that almost all the per-
sons who have been engaged in the
Fighery Commission have been in suc
cession attacked by this gentleman. If
the statements are therefore in them-
selves incredible, and the hon. gentleman
points out the reasons why he thinks
they are, and if the person himself is in
the state of mind that the hon. gentle-
man describes ——

Hon. Mr. POWER — 1 only suppos-
ed that.

Hor. Sir ALEX CAMPBELL —
I must express my regret that he has
thought it proper in the exercise of his
discrefion, to bring them before this
House, because it cannot but have the
effect of giving them a factitious import-
ance. The hon. gantleman says be does
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30 because, although he does not bim-
self believe, and although he thinks no
person who has informed himself will
believe, those slatements, yet he is ap-
prehensive the general public may

Hon. Mr. POWER — The hon gen-
tleaman does not refer ta the fact that the
statements have been made the subject of
a debate and resolution in Congress.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL —
I see by the papers that that is the case,
but they do not seem to have attracted
nuch notice or to have been at all be-
lieved in. So far as we are concerned,
it must be borne in mind that the fisher-
ies arbitration under the provisions of
the Treaty of Washington was between
Her Majesty’s Government and that of
the United States ; that the Commis-
sioners were appointed by those Govern-
meats respectively ; that the conduct of
the case on our side was in the hands of
a gentleman appointed by Her Majesty’s
Govérnment ; that the evidence was
marshalled by him; and that any re-
turns which were furnished to him were
put forward in the exercise of his discre-
tion. The gentleman who acted as
agent for Her Majesty’s Government,
Mr. Ford, formerly the Secretary of the
British Legation at Washington, is well
known to many members of Congress,
who would hear the statements to which
the hon. gentleman has referred as hav-
ing been made in Congress. If there is
any sound reason to distrust the reliabil-
ity of any of the evidence offered under
Mr. Ford's direction, it would be for the
Tmperia! Government to take steps to test
its accuracy, but we notice that the
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs, Sir
Charles Dilke,” when this matter was
brought up in the Imperial House of
Commons, & few days ago, said that he
did not consider the statements of Mr.
Hind as entitled to attention. It would
appear from the statement of the hon,
gentleman that copies of Mr. Hind's
pamphlets had been sent to Mr. Del.
fosse, the chairman of the Fisheries
Commission, as well as to the Under
Secretary for Foreign Affairs, and in
view of the letter to Mr. Hind from
Mr. Delfosse, which the hon. gentleman
has read, and of the silence of both the
English and American Governments, as
well as of the statement made by Sir

Iloa. Sir Alex. Campbell.
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Chas. Dilke, it seems to me that it woul®
have been much better on our part to have-
allowed the matler to rest until these who-
were responsible for the conduct of the-
investigation should decide that they
attach sufficient importance to these
statements of Mr. Hind to take notice-
of them. The statistical information
which was furnished to the agent
for Great Britain before the Com-
mission, at the request of the
Imperial Government, by Canadian offi-
cials, related to two subjects, trade and
fisheries.  The former 'statistics were-
compiled from the returns which had
been laid before the Canadian Legisla-
lature, session after session, for twenty-six
years, One cannot suppose that the per-
sons engaged in compiling statistics dur-
ing all those years were in a conspiracy
to prepare false returns to be used in the

fisheries investigation ; and not only is

this the fact, but before being placed in
the hands of the agent of the Imperial
Government they were collated with sta-
tistical returns of the United States for
the same period, and as the lon. gentle-
man (Mr. Power) has pointed out, the
comparison of the returns of the two
countries for the long period of twenty-
six years only showed a difference of a
few thousand dollars, strongly establish-
ing the correctness of both.

Hon. Mr. POWER — Not one hup-
dred thousand doltars.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELT, —
With reference to the fisheries returns,
they were made up by the Department of
Marine and Fisheries, and made up with
every desire to be accurate.  They were
compared with similar information which
the Census Commissioners collected and
compiled. It was the only check which
was possible. I ask what more chre
could have been done to attain accuracy ;
and beyond this the award did not, I
believe, turn on the statistics but on the
oral testimony ; but these returns are be-
lieved to be perfectly correct. The sug-
gestion that there was any idea or inten-
tion to falsify them is an outrage on
common sense, There is no objection on
the part of the Government to the papers. -
coming down.

Hon. Dr. ALMON —1I hLave been
appealed to by the senior member for
Halifax to express an opinion us to the

6
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wental condition of Prof. Hind. I sheuld
like to know what Mr. Hind was paid
for his attendance on this Commission,
and what he claimed. If these facts were
placed before me I could understand the
animus which induced him to attack his
countrymen and his country, and to
endeavor to throw on us the blame of
taving over-reached the Americans, and
thereby incurred the same shame that
the Americans did in the Ashburton
Treaty, in which they concealed the map
with the red line, and gained a territory
which no American can pass by without
a blush of shame at the scandalons man-
mer in which it was obtained. If these
statoments of Prof. Hind's were true, we
should willingly give upall that we have
gained by the award of the Fisheries
Commissicn. But I do not think that
there was anything unfair about the
award. With regard to the speech of
the senior member for Halifux, I think
the hon. leader of the House has been
vather bard on him. My hon. colleague
has brought up the matter fuirly. I was
afraid at first that he was going to endorse
the calumnies brought against .our pub-
{ic men concerned in the award. Those
men are not of the same. politics as my-
self, but T believethat any Nova Scotians,
whether they be Grit or Conservative,
would scorn to use anything in a treaty
with another country which was not fair
and above board. 'When my hon. friend
<commenced lis speech, I thought that
the Irish blood in him led him to exem-
plify the verse of the old' song—*He meets
with his friend and for love knocks him
.down"—for every statement of Hind's
‘that he read he immediately afterwards
proved to be false. As the hon. Senator
from Prince Edward Island (Mr. Hay-
‘thorne) has told us, Prof. Hind has occu-
pied a great many honorable positions,
'but I think he has always been a very
aquarrelsome man. The Rev. George
-Grant, who travelled through the North-
West, aud published a book on the sub-
_ject, was, while in Halifax, idolized by
men of all religious denominations, and
in this part of the Dominion, where he
has been living for the past two or three
years, he has the same standing that he
had with us. 1n his book, among other
illustrations, was a picture of a Cree
squaw. What did Prof. Hind accuse
him of? He stated this engraving was
Hon. Mr Alnon.
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copied from a book thut he himself had
written on * the North-West, thereby
accusing the reverend gentleman, through
the press, of stealing his squaw. Any-
body who knows My, Grant must be
aware that he would not be guilty of
anything of that kind. The statistics of
the fisheries must have been very diffi-
cult to get hold of. We all know what
fish stories are. The first recorded is that
of Jouah and the whale. Of course I
believe the whole story, as I do any told
me by my friends. When anyofmy friends
go fishing, they tell me of the big salmon
that they hooked and which escaped, and
those escaped flsh are never less than
thirty or forty pounds. How could they
weigh them? They had not even the
fishes’ own scales for the pmrpose. These
statistios are furnished by local officers,
and I know, during the short time I
represented the County of Halifax, there
were but few of them fit for their situa-
tions, though it must be confessed their
pay was very small. Their reports
showed more tish caught than there were
in the river.  If the hon. Senator from
Lunenburg were asked about the number
of salmon caught in his County we would
believe him, but I have no doubt he
would not put the quantity down at less
than it was, and, therefore, I think the
statistics of the fisheries from the time
of Jonah downward, are to be received
cum grano salis, without any suspicion of
wilful or criminal misrepresentation be-
ing attached to them. With regard to
the value of the fish caught on our coast,
we can put Prof. Hind and others out of
the question. For one Sunday during
which the Americans were prevented
from taking fish at Fortune Bay, they
claim $103,000. Tt is possible that the
fish might take the bait more freely on
Sunday. than any other day, but if the
claim of the Awnericans is valid, then T
think Prof. Hind may hang up his fiddle
and his bow, they having settled the
question of value themselves. Although
the senior member for Halifax introduced
this matter very fairly before the House,
I do not think it would be worth while to
give an importance to Professor Hind's
statements which I assure you is not at-
tached to them in Nova Scotia, and I
think we can take up our time with more
useful matters than the statements of this
disappointed man who, doubtless, thinks
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that he did not get as much as he was
-entitled to receive for his services.

Houn. Mr. POWER — The hon. Sena-|

tor from Lunenburg thought proper to in
troduce the political element into the

discussion, which I had carefully avoided. -
He tried to represent that if anything.

wrong had been done it was done under
the late Administration, and that the late

‘Minister of Marine and Fiskeries was the.
Professor Hind does:

Yesponsible man,
not contend that the Minister himself

falsified the documents.  He spoke of the,

subordinates in the Departments of Cus-
Wwms and Marine and 'Fisheries having

one it, Consequently, my hon. friend’s
Point wag altogethier astray. I am sorry
that this master has come up; but I do
ot think it has been brought up any too
8oon, and I cannot at all agree with the
hon. knight who leads the Gavernment in
this House in thinking there is anything
improper in bringing the matter before
the Senate. S

"Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL — 1T
snid T regretted it being a matter of dis-
cussion,

Hon. Mr. POWER — The hon. gen-
tleman says we should not give this man
an importance which he does not deserve.
The fact is that aimost every newspaper
you take up has something about Profes-
sor Hind's statements. I do not' know
Professor Hind; I have not the good
fortune to be acquainted with him ; but
the people of the United States do not
know him at all. They only know that

be is a man who has held a certain nam-
ber of important positions under this
Government, and that he held a position
of trust in connection with the Fisheries
Commission, having been employed both
by the United States and Canadian
agents. The natural inference would he
that Professor Hind is a respectable man,
:ﬂns man,who occupied that com paratively
independent and impartial position with
reference to the two arties,having been ap-
pointed by both, makes the statement that
inthepapers putinto his hands he discover-
ed certain falsifications. Thatis a serious
charge; and the people of the United
States, not having come out of this in-
quiry before the Halifax Commission in
the same trinmphant manner they came
out of other -dealings with the British
Government, would natarall ¥ be inclined
on. Mr. Alinon.
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to believe there must have been some
frand or unfair means used to prevent
them having the success which hud al-
ways attended them in former negotia-
tions with the British Government. 1
think that is probably the way the mat-
ter will be looked at by the bulk’of the
American people. I donot cqnsigley that
is & matter of little consequence. We
have spent hours in discussing the ap-
pointment of officers whose pay did not
exceed 1 dollar ot a dollar and a-half per
day. This is a matter of very much
greater importance, not only as regards
the past, hut because the value of the
award is that it will be the basis for
future negotiations. T fail to see, then,
that there is angthing improper or in-
judicious in this House taking some
notice of the matter, and getting an
authoritative and satisfactory reply to the
statemenits of Professor Hind. '~ Thereis
‘anothér matter which may not be esn-
sidered important, but still deserves con-
sideration. There are officers of the
Government in whose probity I have
the utmost confidence. I would no more
believe them capable of falsifying public
documents than of cutting their own
throats. These men are in some cases
mentioned, and in others pointed out by
Professor Hind. T do not want it to be
‘understood that T am acting on their
behalf at all, but it seems to me it is only
fair to them that they should be cleared
of any suspicion of having acted impro-
perly. Their characters ghould be like
Ceesar's wife.
The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 5.35 p.m. .

THE SENATE,.
Wednesday, January 19:h, 1881.
The Speaker took the chair at 3.30

1).11). .

Prayers and routine proceedings.

LAVAL UNIVERSITY.
RETURK.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL laid
on the table of the Homse a further
return to an address for papers relative
to Laval University, and in doing so
desired to, state that the motion of the
hon. Senator from La Valliere (Dr.,
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Paquet) really did not call for the papers
now brought down. They were produced
in consequence of a private communica-
tion from the hon. gentleman, showing
what he anticipated would be brought
down. The motion was for—

« Copies of all Correspondence, Petitions

and other Documents addressed to the Honor-
able the Secretary of State for the Colonies, in
England, through the Honorable the Secretary
of State for the Dominion of Canada; Also,
copy of a memorandum from the Honorable
the Minister of Justice to the said Honorable
Becretary for the Colonies, the whole concern-
ing the amendment to the Royal Charter
granted to Laval University of Quebec, from
January, 1879, up to this date.”
There was no memorandum from the
Minister of Justice to- the Seoretary of
State for the Colonies, nor was there any
correspondence addressed to the Secretary
of State for the Colonies, but there was a
report of the Miunister of Justice to the
Governor General here, and that, with
another document not covered by the
motion, were now produced.

Hon. Dr. PAQUET —1I am quite
satisfied. .
BILL INTRODUCED.
Bill (F) “ An Act to incorporate the

European, Awerican and Canadian Cable
Company (Limited)” — Mr. Scott. .

‘The Senate adjourned at 3.50 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Thursday, January 20th, 1881..
The Speaker took the chair at 3.30
pm.
Prayers and routine proccedings.
THE HALIFAX FISHERIES COMMIS
SION.
PROFESSOR HIND'S CHARGES.

Hon. Mr. POWER — I wigh to call
attention to the tollowing item, which is
taken from a St. John newspaper. It
refers to the subject which was discussed
in the Senate on the day béfore yester-
day :—

“The United States papers say that Scere-
ary Evarts stated that Professor Hind's

harges concerning tho forged statistics rela-
ive to the fishery matter, have been thor-

Hon. Sir Alex. Campbell.
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oughly investigated by Professor Spencer Iv.
Baird, and found to be unfounded.”

Professor Baird was the scientific wit- -
ness and assistant used by the United

States representatives on the Commis-

sion. : '

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL — [
am very glad to hear the extract read.
It shows that the view taken by the
hon. gentleman the other day was the
cerrect one, and is corroborated by Pro-
fessor Baird’s view. Does the paper say
where Secretary Evarts stated this, or
whether it was stated officially 1.

Hon. Mr. POWER — Tt does not.
The Senate adjourned at 3.45 p.m.

TEE SENATE.
Friday, January 21st, 1881,
The Speaker took the chair at 3,95
p-m. B

Prayers and routine proceedings.:
The Senate adjourned at 3.33 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Monday, Jawwary 24th, 1881,

The Speaker took the chair at 3,25
p.nn ’

Prayers and routine proceedings.
PATENT LAW AMENDMENT BILL. '
IN COMMITTEE.

The Houge resumed, in’Committee o
the Whole, consideration of Bill (E
“ An Act still further to amend ¢ The
Patent Act of 1872."”

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that he had, some days ago, in accordande
with the suggestion of the hon. Senstor
opposite (Mr. Scott), laid upon the table
of the House a schedule giving the names
of the patentees who desired a renewal
of their patents, and other details, from
which it would be seen that in all cases
the patents had been allowed to laps:
through some negligence, inadvertence or
failure to comply with some of the for-
malities necessary to oblain a renewal.
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The cause was set forth in each case in
the schedule. If there was any good
reason why any of them should not be
renewed, he was quite wiliing to defer to
the opinion of the Committee on that
point. He did not think there could be
any objection to legislation in the direc-
tion sought for unless rights had been
acquired between the expiration of the
patent and the revival of it which might
be granted under this Act. It had been
-supposed that all danger had been pro-
vided against by the 3rd clause, which
was ag follows :—

“ Nothing m this Act contained shall,in any
Wway, affect the right of any person who, pre-
Vious to the granting of the original patent, as
provided by section forty-eight of “ The Patent
Act 0f 1872,"—or of any person who, since the
€Xpiration of any of the Patents in the Sche-
dule to this Act mentioned, and previous to
the date of the revival thereof under this Act,
has purchased, acquired, constructed or made
use of the invention forming the subject of
such patent, ot revived patent, to construct,
use or sell the specific drticle, machine, manu-
factare or composition of matter patented, o
purchased, constructed, acquired or made use
of previous to the date of such revival.

He thought, however, that it would be
better to add something to the clause in

the same direction to' make its intention.

more clear and to provide for contingen-
cies which had not been guarded against

in the cluvses as drafted. He proposed

to add the following after the words
18727 :—

- #Nor interfere wi
ihe patentee, or accrued before the revival of
any patent, nor with any user of the subject
1patter of such patent before the revival.”

The effect would be that no person who

hadused the patent during the time it was

iapsed could be interfered with., Still

he confessed he had doubts whether, if a

patent were révived, a user after that by a

person who had uead it before would ba a
~ceutravention of the right of the patentee.

The question before the Committee

wou‘ld seem to be whether or not it was

advisable in the general interest to allow
yome of those persons to renew their
patents after they had allowed them to
‘expire by accident or wisapprehension of
the law, or through theirown negligence.

In one or two cases it would seem clearly

to have been an inadvertence rather than
negligence. The question was whether
it was advisable to renew patents on
-any of these grounds, and, if 80, whether

Hon. Sir Alex. Camplell.

ith any right acquired from:
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they should all be renewed, and some
rule established providing that where
the negligence extended beyond a certain
length of time the patent should not be
renewed, and whether that language of
the section which he had read with the
amendment which he had also read,
would be sufficient to protect any inter-
est, whether by assignment or user that
had been acquired between the expira-
tion of the patenlt and its renewal.
These were the main features, and it was
on these he hoped to hear the views of
hon. gentlemen before proceeding fur-
ther to deal with the Bill. It had been
suggested by the hon. Senator from
Richmond that perhaps the- Bill might
be referred to a special committee. He
(Sir Alexander) had no objection to that
if the principle were established. He
was, however, in the hands of the Cow-
mittee on that point, and as regards the
subject generally. :

Hon., Mr. DICKEY said that he had
taken the liberty of calling the attention
of the House on & former occasion to the
peculiar character of this Bill. Perhaps
the Committee would bear with him for
a moment in still further directing their
attention to what he considered to be
extraordinury legislation. He was very
glad to hear, from the statement just
made by the leader of the House, that
any criticism he might make on the Bill
was taken entirely out of the category
of opposition to the Government, because
his hon. friend had stated the Govern-
ment had no particular interest in this
measure. Indeed, he was prepared to
hear that statement, because he pre-
sumed the Bill, as brought up from the
office of the Minister of Agriculture, had
been prepared entirely in the interest of
other parties than the Government. He
had on a previous occasion, when criti-
cising the patents in the schedule, as-
sumed asa matter of course that they -
were patents for short terms — five years
—and he had been told that, for aught
he knew, the patents might have been for
ten years, or a longer term. He found,
however, on examining the list, that,
in these twenty-two cases, there was
only one where the

patent was
extended beyond five years. With
this exception these were appli-

cations fer the extension of patents
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which had expirved for periods varying
from 1 to 7 years. Another singular
circumstance that he felt it }is duty to
call the attention of the Committee to
was this: that of these twenty-two
applications in the list hefore them, four
appeared to be entirely unnecessary,
because they were cases of parties who

- notonly applied but who bad paid in

their fee before the expiration of the
fifth year. He called the attention of the
Committee to these several cases to show
that this legislation, at all events, had
been very crude, ill-digested and hasty
in its character, and that many of these
parties had slept on their rights for from
two to.six years, He thonght it was a
case where the House wonld require
something more than the information
they had received before they would con-
sent for a moment to desl with this
exceptional atate of things. This was
uot an individual case of a patent that
had expired after a period of, say ten
years, during the interval between last
session and this, when the parties were
not in a position to ask Parliament to
deal with it. 'With the exception of two
or three, they were all cases which had
occurred from two to six or seven years
ago, and if the parties had thought pro-
per to apply for a renewal of their rights,
they had time enough to do so. But his
objection to this legislation went behind
all that — these proposed amendments to
the Patent Act were directly contrary to
the spirit and scope of that Act. He need
hardly remind the House that the object
of the Patent Law was to protect parties
in the use of their own inventions, and
not to subject the public to prosecution
and persecution for the user of articles
which had been in common use. That
was the principle of the Patent Law, and
he would prove it by referring to the 6th
section, which was as follows :—

« Any person having invented any new and
useful art, machine, manufacture or composi-
tion of matter, or any new aud usefal improve-
ment on any art, machine, manufacture, or
composition of matter, not known or used by
others before his invention thereof, and not
being in public use or sale for more than one
year previous to his application, in Canada,
with the consent or allowance of the inventor
thereof.”

Therefore, the principle of the Patent
Law was that a patent ought not to be

granted if the article had been used by
Hon. Mr. Dickey.

[SENATE]

Amendment Iill,

others for more than one year prior to
his application. In fact, it would iead
to endless conflict and litigation if patents
were granted for inventions that had gone:
into common use. To show that this. .
was declared in a more clear and dis-
tinet manner, he would refer the House
to the 48th section of the Patent Aect,
which was the one proposed to be
amended by this Bill. The last part of
that section was as follows ;—

« But the patent shall not be held invalid as
regards other persons by reason of such pur-
chase, construction or acquisition, or'use of the
invention by the person first aforesaid, or. by
those to whom he may. have sold the same,
unless the .eame was' purchased, constructed,.
or acquired, or used for a longer period than. -
oue year before the application of a patent
therefor, — which circumstance would - thea
bave the effect of making the invention one
having become. public and in pablic use.”
Now, this Bill proposes to deal with casés.
whioh, on their faces, were recognized by
the 3rd clause of the Bill, as cases where
the parties had allowed their patents
to expire, and where there had been-to
patents in force at all for periods of
from two tosix years. Theso inventions
had heen in publie use, and had become
public property. Should this House, by
retroactive legislation, make that unlaw-
ful now which had been for years lawful
under the existing Jaw 9 Waere they
going to pass a law which would place
these pcople at the mercy of men who
would have interest enough in the office
of the Minister of Agriculture to get an
extension of these patents ? If this Bill
should pass in ite present shape, these
parties would be at liberty to prosecute
any person for using an invention which
he had been using according to law for
periods varying from two o six years.
That was the case in a nutshell. His
attention had been called to this by °
the extraordinary language of the 3ril
clause of the Bill, which protected the
rights of a man who had used an article
before the passage of this Bill, but- did
not preserve the rights of the general
publie, or of individuals, who might not.
bave commenced to use it before that
time ; as, for instance, in case of a young
man who was coming forward in life and
had used one of these inventions -— an
agricultural implement, forinstance — and
might not have been old enough to make
use of it yet. His: father, or those who-
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had used it before him would be pro-|his hon. friend (Mr. Dickey), which

tected by this clause, but he would not
bo, "That was directly contrary to the
48th section of the Patent Act, which
piovided that after a period of one year
ths invention became public property,
and was no longer the subject of pro-
tection by patent. This House was
asked to go back for six years because a
man had slept upon his rights for that
period, and had not attended to his busi-
ness, and to make it unlawful from this
time forth to ‘do that which at present
WS’ perfectly lawfal and had been for
years. The very statement of the pro-
] was quite sufficient to justify him
1n applying very strong terms to it. He
thomght it was only necessary to call the
attention of the Committeo to this
matter to show at once that this was
personal legislation which ought certainly
to receive very much better consideration
from the House than they had yet an
opportunity of giving it. . Whether they
should have such an opportunity here-
. after, by means of a committee or olher-
wise, he left it to the Jeader of the House
tosay. He thought that the hon. gen-
tleman must admit the force of the ob-
Jections which he (Mr. Dickey) had made
to this 3rd clause, because he had pro-
posed further amendments ; but he (Mr.
Dickey) called attention to the fact that
the 48th section' of. the Patent Act,
which this Bill proposed to amend, ex-
presgly providéd that any article wbich
1 1n common ruse for a period of
one year had hecome public property,
and was no longer the eubject of a
patent. Therefore, he hoped that the
hon. geatleman would consider this mea-
sure more fully before proceeding further
with the Bill. He had made these ob-
Jections in good faith,, when the Bill
Wwas 1ntroduced unaccompanied by de-
tailed information, but, rather, with the
suggestion that these were recent patents,
wkich had been taken out a fow years
ago, and had expired quite recently ;
but, when the full information was
before the House, the measure, to his
mind, became wmore objectionable than
ever, and he thought that the (Govern-
ment ought not to press the Bill upon
the House. .

‘Hon. Mr. SCOTT said that, in addition
to the observation which had fallen from

Iton. Mr. Dickey.

clearly showed that this Bill was a_
reversal of the principle laid down by
the Patent Act, he desired to call atten-
tion to oné or two points. If they were-
told that all the cases which might fairly:
come within this proposition laid down.
by the leader of the Government were-
included in this legislation there might
be some justification for the Bill, but as
a matter of fact they were not. Thislist
did not cover all the parties who were
precluded by the omission of a day from
securing a renewal of their patents, us it
was notorious that the business of the
Patent Office was mainly transacted
through agents, solicitors, either in
Toronto or Uttawa. He had been in-
formed by one of those gentlemen
that the rule had been regarded so arhi-
trary and absolute that where parties
had applied for' the ‘renewal of their
patents at the expiration of their term
and the application h: ! been received
too late, the answer was “it cau’t be
done, the law won't allow it.” In
many cases, though the papers and
fees had arrived only a mail or a day
too late, the agent, knowing the rules of
the Department, would not think
it necessary to send in the application to
the Patent Office, but would simply in-
forrn the party that he was too late:
‘When this was the case, the sche.lule did.
not fairly cover all cases in which putents.
had lapsed through inadvertence ; there-
fore the effect of this legislation would be-
to discriminate in favor of that particular
clags who did business directly with the
Department. 1In view of all these facts,
he did not think it was wise to proceed
with the Bill. The only way the diffi-
culty he had pointed out could be avoided
would be to give the Commissioneis dis-
cretionary power where the application
was wade within a limited timne after the
patent had expired — a month, or six
months, or a year — certainly not going
beyond a year. It had been plainly
pointed out by the hon. gentleman from
Amberst that it would be totally subver-

i sive of the principle on which the Patent

Law was based to go beyond a year. He
would not have any objections himself,
and he did not think it would act inju-
riously to the public interest where par-
ties made use of their patents in the in-
terim, and manufacturers should obtain =
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renewal Ly giving proof to the Commis-

sioners that they were entitled to it, but]

he thought it should only be by some
general clause, and not hy discriminating
in favor of particular individuals. He
could quite see that where five or six
years had gone over it would be highly
improper to revive a right that had gone
into general use and was not regarded by
the general public as an exclusive right.

Hon. Mr. FERRIER suggested that
the Bill should be delayed. He wished
to consult a friend in Montreal who was
thoroughly conversaut with the working
of the Patent Law, but he was absent
from the country, and would not be back
for nine or ten days.

Hon. Mr. MILLER said he thought
that the hon. leader of the House would
do well to postpone the Bill for some
‘time, in view of the opinions that had
been expressed by hon. gentlemen, and
ultimately to adopt the suggestion which
he (Mr. Miller) had thrown out when
the Bill was last under consideration, of
referring it to a special committee. It
was, in fact, private legislation, and such
legislation was never allowed to come
before Parliament, unless after regular
notice, as prescribed by the rules of the
House, and by petition. After these
formalities, all parties interested had an
opportunity to state their objections to
any such legislation when it came before
Parliament. Therefore, as there ap-
peared to be an impress