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THE DEBATES

OF THE

SENATE OF CANADA

IN THE

THIRD SESSION OF THE SEVENTH PARLIAMENT OF CANADA, APPOINTED TO
MEET FOR DESPATCH OF BUSINESS ON THURSDAY, THE TWENTY-
SIXTH DAY OF JANUARY, IN THE FIFTY-SIXTH YEAR OF
THE REIGN OF

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Thursday, January 26th, 1895.

, Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at 2.30
oclock, -

Prayers.

NEW SENATORS.

The following newly appointed senators
were introduced, and having taken the oath
Prescribed by law, and signed the roll, took
their seats .

Hon. Mackenzie Bowell.

Hon. Auguste Réal Angers
Hon. John Ferguson. i

Hon. Alphonse Desjardins.
Hon. Thomas A, Bgmier.

Hon. {ohn Nesbitt Kirchhoffer.
Hon. Clarence Primrose.

The House was adjourned during pleasure.
After some time the' House was resumed.

THE SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

¥ His Excellency the Right Honourable Sir
"edel‘mk. Arthur Stanley, Baron Stanley of
Preston, in the County of Lancaster, in the
eerage of the United Kingdom, Knight
Grand Cross of the Most Honourable Order
ﬂof.the Bath, Governor-General of Canada,
being seated in the Chair on the Throne.
y The Honourable the Speaker commanded
1e Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod to
Proceed to the House of Commons and
zcguamt that House,—« It is His Excellen-
ix}: ihlilseﬁzzze.t’},ley attend him immediately
Who being come with their Speaker,
His Excellency the Governor-General was

then pleased to o i
. pen the Session by a gra-
cious Speech to both Houses. e

HER MAJESTY QUEEN VICTORIA

Honourahble Gentlemen of the Senate :
Glentlemen of the House of Commons :

In meeting you at the commencement of another
session of Parliament, it affords me pleasure to con-
gratulate you on the continued progress which the
history of the past year unfolds with regard to
Canada.

The increase in trade, as illustrated by the ex-
ports and imports during the period for which the
official returns have been prepared, has been most
gratifying, and that increase has continued down to
the present time, with promise that the volume of
trade during the current year will exceed that of
any year in the history of the Dominion.

The revenues of the country have likewise pro-
vided for all the services for which Parliament has
made appropriation, and the operation of the
Government railways has been less burdensome, as
regards the difference between income and expen-
diture, than has been the case for a long term of
years previously.

In Manitoba and the North-west Territories the
increase in immigration has been decidedly encour-
aging, both as regards the number of persons who
have come from other countries and as regards the
number of homestead entries made by settlers of
all nationalities.

Measures have been taken to carry into effect
the agreements arrived at with the United States
on the subjects of the boundary of Alaska, the boun-
dary line in Passamaquoddy Bay, and the preven-
tion of destructive methods of fishing, and the pre-
servation and increase of fish life. With regard to
weciprocity in wrecking and towing, a correspond-
ence has taken place whichindicates that privileges
are demanded tor United States vessels in Canadian
canals, which were not anticipated, but it is not
impossible that a satisfactory conclusion of the
discussion may yet be reached.

During the recess a friendly conference took place
between delegates from my GGovernment and from
the Government of Newfoundland on the questions
which were pending between the two countries.
It is hoped and expected that the interchange of
views which then took place will be productive of
beneficial results and lead to an amicable adjust-
ment of those questions.



The Statutes of 1887 relative to a Department of
Trade and Commerce and to the office of Solicitor-
General having been brought into force, the
appointments were made which were contemplated
by these Acts.

It is to be regretted that the Government of the
United States were unable to accept the suggestions
made by my Government on the subject of canal
tolls, and that the President should have thought
it necessary to impose exceptional tolls on Cana-
dians using the Sault Sainte-Marie Canal, which
has so long been free to the people of both countries.
My Government, while ready to consider in a
friendly spirit any proposals which may be made
by the Government of the United States, have
caused efforts to be made to hasten the completion
of the Canadian canal works, which will sooa
afford to the commerce of the Dowminion a highway
within our own country.

Measures will be laid before you for the improve-
ment of the Franchise Aect, for the amendment
of the laws relating to the Civil Service, and the
superannuation of civil servants, for regulating the
admission of evidence in causes and matters under
the control of the Parliament of Canada, for ex-
tending the system of voting by ballot to the North-
west Territories, and for simplifying the laws rela-
ting to lands and land transfers in the Territories.

Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

The Public Accounts of the past year and the
Estimates for the ensuing year will be laid before
you without delay, and [ trust it will be seen that
ample provision may be made for the public service
witl;mut increasing taxation.

Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate :
Gentlemen of the House of Comitions :
I have every confidence that all these matters
will receive your best attention and that your
deliberations will keep in view, above all other

considerations, the welfare and stability. of the
country.

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

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (A) “ An Act relating to Railways.”
(Mr. Bowell.) .

THE ADDRESS. .

MOTION.

The SPEAKER reported His Excellency’s
Speech from the Throne, and the same was
read by the Clerk.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved that the
Speech be taken into consideration on Mon-
day next.-

The motion was agreed to.

4 The Speech [SENATE] from the Throne.

THE COMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES.
} MOTION.
Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved—

That all the members present during this session
be appointed a committee to consider the Orders
anfl Customs of this House and Privileges of Parlia-
ment, and that the said committee have leave to
meet in this House, when and as often as they
please.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 4 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottarwa, Monday, January 30th, 189.3.

Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE LATE SENATORS GIRARD,
GRANT AND STEVENS.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-—Before the Orders
of the Day are called, it has been suggested,
and T think very properly, that reference
should be made to those members of the
Senate who have passed away since last ses-
sion. I can only express my very deep
regret that the first duty I have to perform
in this House should be to give expression
not only to my own feelings but what I be-
lieve to be the feelings of every member of
the Senate who has had the pleasure of ac-
quaintance with the late hon. gentlemen,
Messrs. Girard, Stevens and Grant. Per-
sonally, I have had more intimate acquain-
tance with the first-named gentleman. Ever
since he was appointed to the Senate, T have
had constant intercourse with him and T al-
ways found that the representative from
Manitoba had but one object ip view, and -
that was the lending and exercising of his
ability and talent, whatever they may have
been, in the interests of his country and
more particulary in those of Manitoba,
where he had lived for years. The other hon.
gentlemen are better known to you, with
whom they were associated for many years,
than to me, but knowing them casually, and
from the position that they held in the
country and in the particular localities in
which they lived, I am justified, I am sure,
in saying that all regret their death and that



The [JANUARY 30, 1892] Address.

the Senate has lost in them, as well as in
the person of Mr. Girard, not only amiable
COmpanions but men whose great desire was
to see this Dominion prosperous. I shall not
enlarge upon this painful question, and T can
only repeat that it is with very great sorrow
and regret I feel that it has devolved upon
Ine, on my first appearance in this House, to

81ve expression to my own feelings, and as I

believe, the feelings of all who had the

honour and pleasure of knowing these gen-
tlemen.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I cordially unite in
the expression of deep regret to which we
have listened, and appreciation of the char-
acters of the gentlemen who are no longer
members of this Chamber, who were with us

ast year and are now removed to another
sphere,

Intimately connected with all matters apper-
taining to the North-west. He had been
& resident of that country from an early
Period, since Confederation, and he invari-
ably took a deep interest in all that con-
cerned Manitoba and the North-west. The

other two gentlemen, Mr. Stevens and Mr.
Grant, we

wh
oh

wi

O Were not obtrusive, who did not often
trude their opinjons hefore this House, but
V10se judgment was always regarded as
:ﬁ\md and useful on the committees on which

ey served. Mpr. Stevens had a long and
Pbractical knowledge of banking, having been
ltr.’tlmately connected with banking institu-
llolns‘ He was a-man of particularly well
>alanced and intelligent mind, especially in
watters connected with finance. Mr. Grant,
unfortunately, for many years suffered from
eafness and was not able, therefore, to join,
as he otherwise might have done, in the
deliberations of this Chamber, being unable
to hear at times what was going on. He
Wi;n% @ man always respected, however, and
who earned the esteem of members of the
enate with whom he came in contact. I
am sure we all join sincerely in expressing

deep regret at ‘the deaths of these gentle-
men.

to Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE—I shall ask you
at t:l‘ With me for just one moment while
Jate £ ™pt to pay my humble tribute to my
Port riend fmd predecessor, the Hon. Robert
I (k €rson Grant, of Pictou. Iknew him long,
new him intimately, I knew him in

ohere.  Senator Girard, as the hon. leader !
of this House very properly observed, was |

re men of sterling character, men |

business relations and I knew him in social
relations, and, as I said to his widow, on
paying my farewell visit to her, when leaving
my native town, I wish here publicly, on the
floor of the Senate Chamber of the Dom-
inion, to state that if, when my own record
is done, if when to me the supreme hour
comes, I shall have retained in the same
measure as my late hon. friend and prede-
cessor did, the confidence, respect and esteem
of all who knew him and the love of those
who knew him best, I shall rest perfectly
satisfied. This much I deem it my simple
duty to say in regard to my late friend.

|
|

|

Hon. Mr. BERNIER (in French)—As
the successor of the late Mr. Girard in this
House, I feel it my duty, as it is my privilege,
to say a few words on this subject. I am
pleased to hear of the esteem in which he
was held in this House. -Our late friend
took a deep interest in everything that was
calculated to benefit the Dominion and espe-
cially Manitoba and the North-west Territo-
ries. I thank the hon. leader of the Senate
for hiskind references to my honoured prede-
cessor in this House.

THE ADDRESS.
MOTION.
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON moved : .

That the following Address be presented to His
| Excellency the Governor-General, to offer the
respectful thanks of this House to His Excellency
for the gracious Speech he has been pleased to
make to %oth Houses of Parliument, namely :—

{

To His Exceirescy the Right Honourable Sir

FREDERICK ARTHUR STANLEY, Baron Stanley of
, Preston, in the County of Laucaster, in the
i Peerage of the United Kingdom, Knight Grand
i Crbss of the Most Honourable Order of the Bath,
i Governor-General of Canada.

! .
i May 17 PLEASE YoUR EXCELLENCY :(—

. We, Her Majesty’s dutiful and loyal subjects,
the Senate of Canada in Parliament assembled,
humbly thank Your Excellency for your gracious
Speech at the opening of this session.

We rejoice that Your Excellency, in meeting us
at the commencement of another session of Parlia-
ment, has the pleasure of congratulating us on the
continued progress which the history of the past
year unfolds with regard to Canada.

We are glad ta learn from Your Excellency that
the increase in trade, as illustrated by the exports
and imports during the period for which the official
returns have been prepared, has been most grati-
fying, and has continued down to the present time,
with promise that the volume of trade during the
current year will exceed that of any year in the
history of the Dominion.
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It affords us much pleasure to hear that the reve- E Your Excellency may have every confidence that
nues of the country have likewise providedfor allthe ' all these matters will receive our best attention
services for which Parliament has made appropria- . and that our deliberations will keep in view, above
tion, and that the operation of the (Government i all other considerations, the welfare and stability

railways has been less burdensome, as regards the
difference between income and expenditure, than
has been the case for a long term of years pre-
viously.

We are also gratified to hear that in Manitoba
and the North-west Territories the increase in
immigration has been decidedly encouraging, both
asregards the number of persons who havecomefrom
other countries and as regards the number of
homestead entries made hy settlers of all nation-
alities.

We thank Youtr Excellency for informing us that
measures have been taken to carry into effect the
agreements arrived at with the United States on
the subjects of the boundary of Alaska, the boun-
dary line in Passamaquoddy Bay, and the preven-
tion of destructive methods of fishing and the pre-
servation and increase of fish life. We are glad to
be informed further, with regard to reciprocity in
wrecking und fowing, that though a correspondence
has taken place which indicates that privileges
are demanded for United States vessels in Canadian
Canals, which were not anticipated, it is not impos-
sible that a satisfactory conclusion of the discussion
may yet be reached.

We hear with great interest the announcement
that during the recess a friendly conference took
place between delegates from Your Excellency’s
Government and from the Government of New-
foundland, on the questions which were pendiu%
between the two countries, and that it is hoped
and expected that the interchange of views which
then took place will be productive of beneficial
results an { lead to an amicable adjustment of those
questiong. !

We thank Your Excellency for the information
that the Statutes of 1887 relative to a Department
of Trade and Commerce and to the office of Soli-
citor General having been brought into force, the
appointments were made which were contemplated
by these Acts.

We respectfully concur in Your Excellency's
regret that the Government of the United States
~ were unable to accept the suggestions made by
your Government on the subject of canal tolls, and
that the President should have thought it neces-
sary to impose exceptional tolls on Canadians using
the Sault Sainte Marie Canal, which has so long
been free to the people of both countries We hear
with satisfaction that Your Excellency’s Govern-
ment, while ready to consider in a friendly, spirit
any proposals which may be made by the Govern-
ment of the United States, have caused efforts to
be made to hasten the completion of the Canadian
canal works, which will soon afford to the commerce
of the Dominion a highway within our own country.

We respectfully thank Your Excellency for
informing us that measures will be laid before us
for the improvement of the Franchise Act, for the

amendment of the laws relating to the Civil Service |
and the superannuation of civil servants, for regu- |

_of the conntry.
|

{
| He said : In rising to move the Address

in reply to the gracious speech of His Ex-
cellency to both Houses of Parliament, I am
sensible of and profoundly grateful for the
high compliment that has been paid me. I
do not, however, suppose that I have been
chosen for this honourable duty, because of
any special fitness that I possess, but because
it is the time-honoured and courteous custom
of this honourable House to grant the
favour to one of its new members, and
while I am not altogether inexperienced in
parliamentary life, T could have heartily
wished that this mantle had fallen upon other
shoulders. I assure hon. gentlemen that I
approach this task with a great deal of hesi-
tancy, diffidence and trepidation, knowing
that T am addressing hon. gentlemen here
who have a wide range of knowledge and ex-
perience in all the avenues, not only of politi-
cal but of agricultural, professional and com-
mercial life, T therefore crave at your hands
' that kind indulgence, that generous consider-
ation which it is your custom to grant to
beginners. T may be permitted to say here,
that T thoroughly appreciate and very highly
prize the great honour that has been con-
ferred upon me by His Excellency in Coun-
cil in granting me a seat in this honourable
House, and I hope that the appointment will
ibe as satisfactory to the country as it is
|pleasant and grateful to me. I can
rassure you that the highest ambition
of my life in this new sphere will be to con-
{duct myself in such a way as not only to
| give satisfaction to the country, but to merit
|the respect, good-will and personal friend-
|ship of every member of this honourable
i House. Therefore, I repeat, I highly honour,
; prize and appreciate the privilege of sitting
| amongst hon. gentlemen of distinction such

{as this House holds. Before I proceed to

.the Address proper, may I be permitted to
|say to you that if report be true, and we
“hope that it is not true, we shall lose from
lamongst us in the near future that distin-

guished nobleman who has so wisely, pru-

lating the admission of evidence in causes and |dently and acceptably presided over us for

g‘mtu‘a}rs ;mder thed contrgl of the Parliament of  the last five years as the representative of

anada, for extending the system of votitg by | . :

ballot to the North-west '{‘erritories, and fo)x"fH?r, Ma.]esty the Quegn. I thmk'I am
i voicing not only the feelings and sentiments

simplifying the laws relating to lands and land ! .
transfers in the Territories, | of this House but the feelings and sentiments
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of this country, when I say that he will‘
Carry with him the high esteem and affec-
tlonate regard and best wishes of the people
of this whole country. We would ask His
Excelleney, on his return home, to convey
to Her Majesty the Queen this message :
Tha:t, the people of Canada to-day are her
dutiful and loyal subjects, notwithstanding
the groanings and croakings of pessimists
Who are among us. They are few in number
1t is true, but few in number often, like the
crickets under the fern, make a bigger noise
f'han the thousands of cattle that roam
its ﬁe!d in peace and quietness. Notwith-
standing the remarks of a few pessimists
We are, to-day, her dutiful and loyal
subjects, and we have reason to suspect,
and many do suspect, that these croakers
are under the baneful influence of designing

Persons having their abode in a foreign
country.

Now, the principal feature of the Address
which

I have to move to-day is that para-
%l?ph Wwhich deals with the prosperity of
allls :Ountry - T'am glad to say that we, with
thom?'l”;:’ismeSS, not only agree with, but
countrg 1y endorse the statement that the
are i SZ lal:ecll)msperous:' I grant you there
individuals ﬁaseS, In localities, amongst
but as o w’hwl O are not exactly prosperous,
and if '(l’e thxs. country is prosperous,
I 'lly ou will permit me for a few moments,

th _adduce the evidence in order to
ﬁs ablish the position that His Excellency
mfd taken in the speech that he has
e You know that prosperity is a
comparative word after all; if we are

as " welltodo as  our neighbours, or
g‘:reaps a little better off, we are consi-

prosperous.
have absolute wealth, absolute comfort,
absolute everything in order to be prosperous.
Ve must use the word in a comparative
Sense, and in this sense I propose to use it
gg@aﬁ - Why, hon. gentlemen, if we are to
c J;ll. ged from the stand-point of the credit
Oh this country every doubt that may rest in
the minds of hon. gentlemen present is dis-
gl‘sed.‘ The most sensitive test that can
h abI;Phed to the prosperity of any country
Now }imy individual, is that of credit.
the on. gentlemen take our credit in
and m‘;lney markets of the world to-day
that, Wf ere does it stand ? As high as
thot O any nation under the sun of a

usand years of age, or perhaps older !

It is not necessary to|

Why, hon. gentlemen, not only is our

credit high, not only is the interest we have
to pay low, but our securities are largely
sought after by the investors of the world.
This, I say, is the most sensitive test that can
be applied, and by this alone we are assured
that the progressive wealth and prosperity
of this country is beyond all disputation and
cavil. I will grant you that we are not to-
day individually piling up the large fortunes
that are being amassed by the people to the
south of us. The wealth of this country
is equally distributed. The great differ-
ences between extremes of wealth and
poverty are not to be found in this country.
In this, the greatest proof of our prosperity
exists. In order to establish the position
that His Excellency has taken, if you
will bear with me for a little while, T will
give you a few percentages. I am
quoting now from the records of the
country, and those records are open to the
public. We find the aggregate trade of this
country from 1869 to 1873 increased 66 per
cent. We find, and I point this out not for
a political purpose, but for the purpose of
showing you the sensitiveness of the test—
it is as sensitive as a barometer or a ther-
mometer that hangs on the wall--that from
1873 to 1879 the aggregate trade of this
country dropped off 41 per cent. From 1879
to 1882 that trade again revived and
increased 32 per cent. The increase of the
total trade of this country from 1869 to
1892 is 70 per cent. Now, everybody will
acknowledge that we had a great depression
in this country from 1873 to 1879. I do not
say that it was because any political party was
in power. But so sensitive is commerce
that during that depression the aggre-
gate trade of this country dropped of 41 per
cent. As soon as trade revived, it again
increased in 13 years 52 per cent. Now
let me take another test: it is stated by
Edward Atkins, the greatest living American
statistician, and perhaps the best authority
we "have on this continent, that the
progressive wealth of a country can be bet-
ter measured by the volume of fire insurance
than any other method. What amount do
we find at risk at different periods { In 1869
it was $180,359,809. We find that it in-
creased upto 1876, when it reached $454,608,-
000. Now, thesensitivenessof thistestisagain
illustrated. During the period of adversity
in this country it fell off to $407,000,000—
a loss of 47 millions. We find that in 1891
it rose by leaps and bounds until the amount



of insurance had reached the enormous sum
of 760 millions of dollars. The increase of
the amount as risk of fire insurance from
1869 to the present day is 300 per cent.
Measured by this acknowledged sensitive
test—the most sensitive that can be found of
the condition of a country the prosperity of
Canada ismarked. From'1881 to 1892,in ten
years, thistestapplied tothe progressive wealth
of this country showed an increase of 64 per
cent, while the populationonly increased 12 per
cent. Now let me apply another test : that
of life insurance. The great Mulhall,
who is perhaps the greatest statistician that
the world knows and one of the greatest
financiers, states that no better test of the
prosperity of a country can be found than
the volume of life insurance. In 1869 we
had only $35,680,000 in life insurance in
this country. 1In 1874 it had increased to
#85,716,325. Now, the sensitiveness of this
test is again apparent; and I ask you to
observe it. In 1878 the life insurance of
this country dropped oft to $84,751,937. In
1890 it rose up to $248,424,576; and in
1891 to the enormous amount of $261,500,-
000. According to this the onward pro-
gress of this country showed no less than
630 per cent of an increase. The increase
from 1879 was no less than 190 per cent,
andfrom 1881 to 1891 nolessthan 182 percent.
The late Lord Derby, one of thegreatest finan-
ciers England has ever seen, stated that na-
tional prosperity and progressive wealth is
shown by the consumption of tea, coffee and
sugar, perhaps better than by any other
standards.

Now,let us apply this test of national pros-
perity, taking periods of two and three years.
From 1871 to 1873 the average consumption
of coffee in this country was 1,970,000 lbs.
From 1874 to 1879 the sensitiveness of this
test was again displayed. The average con-
sumption dropped to 1,734,000 lbs. From
1890 to 1892 it rose to 3,298,000 lbs., an in-
crease of 91 per cent. The consumption of
tea increased 22 per cent from 1879. The
combined consumption of tea, coffee and
sugar in 1879 was 15,360,320 lbs. In 1892
it had risen to 25,541,000 lbs., an increase
of 70 per cent. Now, I am satisfied that
applying these tests of national prosperity,
which are acknowledged to be the most sensi-
tive and accurate that can be found to ascer-
tain the progressive wealth. of the country,
they will confirm the truthfulness of the sta-
tement madeby His Excellency to thishonour-
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able body and to the Lower House ; and for
this reason I use it, I have not done it for the
purpose of political effect, but when His
Excellency, the representative of the Queen,
makes a statement to Parliament I con-
ceive it to be my duty to confirm that
statement so far as it can be legitimately
and properly done by the records before us.
We have this prosperity in Canada with-
out the appalling, hopeless and degrading
poverty so prevalent in the country south of
us. This appears to be a startling state-
ment, but it is nevertheless true. I point |
you to the Arena of December, pages
49 to 55, on the authority of Mr. McCul-
lough, one of the best authorities in the
United States on such subjects, to show that
the neighbouring country is not the El-
dorado that it has been painted by some
of our people. In the city of New York
alone, there were no less than 29,720 evie-
tions last year, and 148,000 people homeless,
naked and starving on the streets of New
York, while within a few blocks lived twelve
individuals whose aggregate wealth amount-
ed to no less than 800 millions of dollars. He
states that 200 wealthy people in the same
locality control the vast sum of 3,000 mil-
lions of dollars, while under their eyes starv-
ing thousands are to be found. I point this
out to show that after all the United States
is not the country that many conceive it to
be. We find that the arrests in the city of
New York in one year ending September
lagt, amounted to no less than 88152, of
which number 24,350 were females. No such
degrading poverty is to be found in any
other civilized country in the world as is
found in the city of New York. T state this
on the authority of Mr. McCullough, who
lives there and is a close observer. What is
true of New York is true of other cities in
the United States. I know that it is so of
Buffalo and Chicago and other centres of
Ipopulation.  These vast fortunes in the
i United States to which I have referred, have
i been abstracted from the pockets of farmers
{in the Western States by bulling and bearing
‘agricultural products on the Chicago market.
Will you helieve me, when T tell you that
the 12 million families of the United States
have nine millions of mortgages upon their
i properties and almost six millions of chattel
; mortgages on their household furniture. Fif-
teen millions of mortgages—not money, but
mortgages—on the twelve million families
in the United States. I state this on the
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a.uthority of the Arena for January. In five ! in exchange for something else. Therefore,
States, llinois, Iowa, Missouri, Kansas und | I say it was wise and prudent on the part of
Nebraska, we find $1,174,732,741 mortgages ' the Government of this country to com-
dl{e upon the lands of these states and 783 mence the construction of a canal of our own.
millions in chattel mortgages, making a bur-, We all know that they are too liable in the

den upon the people in these five states of no " United States to allow their party politics to

less than almost two thousand millions of dol-
lars, They are mortgaged beyond all hope of
redemption; and in support of this state-
ment, I point you to the drene of Janu-

enter into the consideration of international
relations ; and as they have politics on tap
. there all the time, we do not know the
moment the lion’s tail might be twisted and

ary, pages 204 and 205. I do not mention |this coyntry deprived of the privilege of
those things exultantly. On the contrary, | using the Soo canal. T think, therefore, our
T deplore them. But as there are indivi- Government have done well to build a canal

uals who are trying to turn the people of this on our own side so that we may utilize to
country from their true allegiance, by point- | the fullest advantage the great water route
Ing to the United States as a land flowing | from the Atlantic to the head of Lake Supe-
with milk and honey, a veritable Eldorado, jrior. I visited the Soo last summer and in
where everybody is fed with a silver spoon imy humble judgment, and not only in my
and sups from a golden goblet, T feel it my judgment but in that of engineers and navi-

duty, on the floor of this Chamber, to call ;
the attention of the people of Canada to
the fact that such is not the case, and |
1 support of my statement, I call to wit-!
ness those great authorities from whom I,
have quoted, to show that pauperisim,
?}Tgl'aded poverty and crime are rampant in

at country and are to be found on every
o::-l - 1 call them to witness to prove that
and Pessumistic teachers are false teachers,
ho eaie not conveying the true message of
e Pe t0 the people of Canada. These pes-
simistic teachers, 1 fear, are under the in-
uence of designing individuals living
lll‘a. foreign country, and if such is the
(f{ase t-h.e people of this country ought to
now at. T will now turn my attention
to another clause of the Address — that
18, the Sault Sainte Marie canal. I con-
gratulate the Government of this country on
their foresight. They foresaw the difficulty
that must inevitably arise in the navigation
O.f the lakes, and commenced the construc-
thn" of a lock and canal of our own
at Sault Sainte Marie which they are
;‘&pldly pushing to completion. Un-
ortunately for us and for the world, to grow
great and not play the despot is a sublime
virtue not known to the people tothesouth of
:;’ da‘“d the only way to have enduring peace
to begOOd-wﬂl between the two countries is
ik 8o far as these matters are concerned,
° Pen‘dent, of them ; and such was the view

Oclll!' Government. If we were not inde-
fg:s?& Perhaps when the necessity arose
ANy time Soo canal, our neigbours could at
¢ 51)1 m}? cut us off, and extort double or
reble the value of the right to use the canal

gators whom I consulted, we will have a lock
there as substantial and as good, and owing to
the peculiarplan of itsconstruction andmode
of operating, as great in capacity as that of
our neighbours—though not so large, and is
being constructed at much less expense than
theirs is. If T may judge by the enormous
amount of plant that thecontractors haveput
on that work,and the vigour and energy with
which they are pushing it, we will have that
lock completed in a little over half the time it
took our neighbours to build theirs. It
is a matter of sincere rejoicing on our part
that the trade negotiations going on between
the Government of this country and the Gov-
ernment of Newfoundlandare likely toreach a
fairand justsettlement. Itistobehopedthat
the settlement of these questions will lead to
negotiations for the admission of Newfound-
land into the Confederation of Canada. We
would gladly welcome those people, who are
true and loyal British subjects into our union
in order to complete the confederation of
the British provinces of North America.

Our future is assured if we are only true to

ourselves. The gospel of hope and not the
gospel of despair is the true message to be
delivered to the people of Canada to-day.
Now that we have passed the infantile stage
of national existence ; now that we have got
past the diseases to which childhood is sub-
ject, are we to falter and stand stiil 7 I think
not. Politicians may talk, and pessimists
may croak and growl, but above them all is
heard the voice of enterprise and progress.
I have faith and confidence in the children of
those brave, noble-hearted men who laid the
foundations.of this great country broad and
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deep, they laid them in privation and toil and
difficulties. Why cannot their children, sur-
rounded by plenty and in the midst of peace,
carryonthisgood work ? Theywill doit. They

are prepared to doit. They have the courage !
of all people who are born in such a climate |

as ours, a climate that has produced the men
who for ages and centuries have controlled
the destinies of the world. T say these men
have the pluck, the energy and the determi-
nation to carry on this great work so as to
make this country the pride and glory of the
Empire of whichwearenowanhonoured part.
Now, hon. gentlemen, I will not detain you
longer, I apologize to you for having pro-
ceeded at such length. I have hastened
through because my hon. friend who is to
second this motion has engagements else-
where and wants to go away, and I always
endeavour to accommodate my personal
friends as far as I can. I apologize to you,
as I have said before, for having detained
you. I thank you most sincerely for having
listened to me so long and patiently. IfI
have said anything that is out of the true
lines of speech-making in this House, I beg
to apologize.

Hon. Mr. DESJARDINS (In French)---
I wish, in addressing this honourable House
for the first time, to express to you my ap-

preciation of the honour which has been

accorded me, not only in appointing me a
member of the first legislative body in the
Dominion, but in having for associates men
who occupy such prominent positions in the
publiclife of this country. Iregrettheabsence
of our late Premier, who displayed such tact
and ability at all times, and trust that he
may soon be restored to health and resume
his place amongst us. I feel it a privilege
to follow in this honourable House a leader
with whom I was associatedso many years in
another place. He brings to this House a
mine of information and the ready eloquence
whichdistinguished him in the other chamber.
I am sure he will not lose in the Senate any
of the popularity, the vigour and the energy
which he displayed as a leader elsewhere.
Beside the hon. leader we have in this
Chamber, T am happy to say, a Minister
who speaks our language. Since Confeder-
ation it was the good fortune of the prov-
ince of Quebec to have in the Senate at all
times until 1878 on the Treasury benches a
representative of their race and language.
In the Minister of Agriculture we have a
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gentleman who represents perfectly the aspi-
rations of the majority in the province of
Quebec, and one who will give expression to
our desire that justice shall be done to the
inhabitants of the Dominion, irrespective of
creed or origin. The House may feel assured
that these aspirations will not conflict with
the rights and privileges of any portion of
our people. His Excellency congratulates
Parliament on the prosperous condition of
the country. That prosperity is evidenced
by the increased imports and exports, all
showing the purchasing power of our popu-
lation. This pleasant intimation of His
Excellency, in his gracious speech, is con-
firmed by the published returns of the com-
merce of the country, and there is evidence
on every side that the judicious policy of
the Government has produced prosperity
throughout the Dominion. We have evi-
dence of the vigour and energy of the Gov-
ernment in their efforts to open up new
markets for the products of Canada ;
and in securing a rapid line of steamers
to ply between our ports and the
ports of Great Britain and France, and also
in the efforts they have made through the
{High Commissioner at London and our
representative at Paris to obtain for Canada
{the advantage of the ‘favoured nations
| clause ” which the mother country has made
in her treaties with foreign nations. We
have every reason to hope that these efforts
on the part of Canada will result in opening
up new markets and extending our trade
relations so that we can find ready sale
for the produce of our fields, our mines and
our forests. His Excellency also expressed
his gratification to hear that in Manitoba
and the North-west Territories there has
been an encouraging increased immigration
and settlement. Canada has spent enormous
. sums of money in opening up these western
I territories ; we have made great sacrifices to
i provide these territories with railway com-
‘munication, and to attract to them a tide of
{immigration, but these generous measures
on the part of the central Government have
been paralyzed by the action of the local
authorities in denying equal justice and
equal treatment to all classes of the people.
I believe I express the opinion of the vast
majority in this country when I say that
prosperity can only be maintained and pro-
gress promoted by doing even-handed justice
to all classes of the community. Many of us
who liveintheeastern provincesareconvinced
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tha.t,. an injustice has been done to a certain '
Portion of the population in Manitoba, but
we believe our constitution is sufficiently '
elastic to enable us to remedy the injustice
that has been done. 1t is in the interest of
all clasges and of all parts of the Dominion
that th}s should be done in order to promote !
good-will and good feeling, and to make our |
country attractive to the migrating masses
of Europe. My hon. friend from Niagara
expressed the hope that Newfoundland'
Woulq ere long become a portion of the|
]Domlmon. The population of Newfound-
and Sympathizes with us in our loyalty to!
the Brl.t,xsh flag. * Certain politicians on the
other side of the line endeavoured to bring
about a rupture between Newfoundland and
the mother country, with a view of promot-
}ng & movement for annexation, but New-
é)ll_nfiland preferred to remain under the
atrlst:;Sh ﬁag, The disastrous conflagration -
o John’s afforded our people an oppor-

unity of expressing their sympathy in a
Practical way, with the result that we have
corennmdl'&‘wn'closer together, and since then
the Is‘lmlfiatlons have taken place between
over :.n GOVerpment and the Dominion
ore lonmetr)w‘, Which T hope and believe will |
countrigs ','l“’}“g about a union of the two!
nefits fr e Islanders would derive many
enabled t0lr§ the Change.. They would be
with Gre (t’l‘s"{Pl‘f)Ve their communication
culties ﬁ. ritain find'overcome local diffi-
bt h}v ich they find insurmountable now,
Ut which could be removed by the united
action of the whole Dominion.
The other point to which the

gentleman attached
tions

hon.
importance is the rela-
Star between Canada and the United
. irit,s. We have in this country restless,
tg DS Who have no faith in the future of
1€ Dominion, or the stability of our federal |
lttllstltutlpgs. These people tell us that we'
:hg“{g Join the United States or that we'
=y u l‘Imake independence an issue of to-day.
€y Xnow very well that while Canada isa,
portion of the British Empire and can rely'
;;p::: lthe mother country for protection, it |
nat le €88 to talk of annexation, but unfortu-|
ately on the other side of the Atlantic these |
e‘:’tb. are not well understood, and thel|
pe(l)’l‘?sslllons of the few restless, discontented ;
Tar I;e lere may be taken for the voice of a!
mo%e oement of the population. Such|
i ments are ill-timed and ill-chosen. They l
produce an impression abroad that there is
no stab We should

ility in our institutions.

apply ourselves to the development of our
great resources. By the construction of our
public works we have promoted commerce
and industry, and we have proved our capa-
city to manage our own affairs. I believe
the sentiment of our people is that we should
maintain our existing institutions and do
even-handed justice to all classes in the com-
munity. By this means we will ensure the
prosperity of Canada, and remove anything
which would produce discontent in any part
of the Dominion.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The hon. Senator who
proposed the resolution in answer to the
Speech from the Throne very properly pre-
faced his observations to this House by pay-
ing a tribute to the Governor-General. I
heartily join in the encomiums that he has’
passed upon that distinguished gentleman.
His Excellency comes from a long line of
ancestry who are intimately associated with
the history of England. The Lords of Derby
appear on many pages of history guiding the
destinies of the greatest empire of the world.
Since Lord Stanley’s appointment as Gover-
nor of Canada he has, I think, discharged
the duties in a constitutional manner. He
has visited the people of Canada in the vari-
ous provinces and has become intimately
acquainted with their various conditions,
has seen them in their homes, and I think we
can fairly conclude that His Excellency has
gained the esteem and respect of the people
of this country and that when he returns,
having completed his period of office, he will
be able to assure Her Majesty that the Can-
adian people, however they may object, many
of them, to the misgovernment, so to speak,
for the time being of the present Cabinet, are
yet loyal and true to the mother land. Speak-
ing for the Opposition, those who are recog-
nized, many of them, possibly as the pessi-
mists of this country, as the hon. the mover
has termed them, I think I may say
that they are as sound and as loyal
as the greatest Tory in the country, and I
think His Excellency will feel pleasure and
pride in so notifying Her Majesty when the
time comes for His Excellency to lay down
his term of office here. We shall all wish
him a pleasant and a happy life when he
returns to the old land, and it may not be
improbable that His Excellency may succeed
to the great House of Derby and that he
may one day or other be the Earl of Derby
and take the position which has been enjoyed
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by preceding statesmen of that great name.
We at all events must feel sure that His
Excellency, having gained a very intimate
knowledge of this country, will give us the
benefit of that information when he returns
to the mother land ; and here I may say that
I think it would not be proper to forget the
distinguished Lady who has dispensed the
hospitalities of Rideau Hall. She has taken
a warm and a deep interest in the people of
this country and has made herself beloved
all over the land. We shall, when the time
comes, express our great regret at their leav-
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sider himself a novice at parliamentary
work, having occupied a seat in the other
branch of the legislature for some consi-
derable time, and being familiar with the
various questions before Parliament. He
has given us ample proof of his skill in dis-
cussing the various questions from his stand-
point. I was rather surprised, indeed
astonished, at the manner in which my hon.
friend criticized the people of this country

. who were 50 pessimistic as to see nothing but

misery, sorrow and misfortune. I cannot
exactly follow him in what he says. He

ing and one and all from every part of tells us that there is a very despondent set
Canada will join in assuring them that they I in this country who can see nothing good in
have earned the esteem and the respect of .it. I do not agree with the hon. gentleman
. the people of this country. at all ; I do not think the hon. gentleman's

The hon. the seconder of the reso-!constituents agree with him either. Ithink he
lution has referred to another subject that: had rather an apt illustration that the policy
is somewhat personal, and that is the of the Government was not satisfactory to
absence of Mr. Abbott. We all deeply 'the people of this country at the last general
regret the cause of it. Mr. Abbott had,  election and the object lesson he received in
in the period when he led the House, gained ‘ the county of Welland ought to have
for himself the regard of every Senator inbeen a warning to the hon. gentleman that
it. He had very great consideration, not,the people of this country do not approve of
alone for the large following which he had | the fiscal policy pursued by the Administra-
in this House, but also for the very small:tion and that they do not regard this country
minority of the Opposition. He was exceed- | as having prospered to the extent to which
ingly kind and considerate, and it was very itought to have prospered. The hon. gentle-
pleasant also to have had interviews and|man is respected and beloved in his own con-
communications with him, either across this | stituency ; he is universally regarded there

Chamber or in any other way, and we hope
that his temporary sojourn abroad may
restore him to health, and that we may one
day or another see him again among us.
He may rest assured that his presence in
this Chamber will always be grateful to the
Senators who regard him so highly.

Now, before Iproceed to make any remarks
on the speech which His Excellency’s advi-
sers have provided for us, I wish to offer my
congratulations to the mover and theseconder |
of the resolution. They are gentlemen of |

as a man who is worthy of the highest posi-
tion, and the hon. gentleman’s county is one
of the garden spots of Ontario, the county
of Welland, one of the finest places on the
globe. T question if there are many places
on the face of the earth with superior attrac-
tions, and yet why was it that so many
people fled from that fair county, diminishing
its population between the years 1881 and
1891 by the enormous number of 1,000
persons? All the figures, statistics of life
insurance companies, fire risks and all the

very considerable experience, both of them | other figures which he quoted—which I do not
having enjoyed seats in another branch of | propose to follow—cannot take the place of
Parliament. They are familiar with the'the explanation which was due from the hon.
great public questions which come before gentleman of the fact that the population of
Parliament and we hope to avail ourselves that great county was reduced in the ten
of the judgment and the experience that|years by over 1,000. That is a fact that
they no doubt will be enabled to bring to|cannot be got over. It not only does not
the discussion of the various questions that |hold its own, but the people fled. Why
may come before us. The hon. mover of the ' should they flee from one of the finest pieces
resolution asked for the forbearance of this There must be

House as he was a new member. This!

Heuse is always glad to extend a cordiali

welcome and its forbearance to young mem-

I
bers, but iy hon. friend can scarcely con-lexcept for some grave cause.

of land on this globe?
something in it. People do not get dis-
satistied with their homes, do not depart
from the early associations of their lives
They love
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the old flag. A hundred years ago ma,ny}per cent in the last ten years? One Mari-
of our forefathers left their comfortable | time Province has fallen back, and lost popu-
4rms to the south of us, left the Ameri-ilation rather than gained. Look at the two

can flag, left Mohawk Valley and the

i

i

great provinces of Ontario and Quebec,

valley _of the Hudson and other choice whose increase of population has been but a
Places in the United States and came north tlittle over nine per cent. Look at the in-

to a wilderness. They did not want for
anything ; they had all that. The descend-
ants of the United Empire Loyalists are
abreast of any people in the world. Then,
why was it that this terrible despair went
all over the land, and people fled from the
most attractive sections of Canada? There
must be some cause for it. Is it not our
duty to find that cause, to ascertain the
oot of it? It cannot be accidental ; it did
hot exist in Welland alone. In almost
eévery other portion of Canada we find the
same state of affairs. Surely this is a grand
country, and the hon. gentleman has not
?amted the colours half brilliant enough ;
TOm my stand-point there is no place on the
globe that ig superior, few ate even the
‘:g“a) of Canada. There are few countries
; athave its broad acres where we could
eed the whole of Europe, there are few
‘s’:}llln:ll'les that have had such wealth and

1 have such wealth in their forest lands.

Year b

of prod

bl ucts of the forest, through good and

e seasons increase(.i until they reached
Ie theen twenty and thirty millions of dollars.
o €re a country on the face of the globe

at can compare with Canada in its fish-
eries, both of the Atlantic and Pacific,
and not alone those two great oceans but of
s huge inland waters— Lake Superior,
Lake Huron, Lake Erie? And the fisheries
of the great rivers of Canada ; T could not
enumerate them—it would take too long to

©80.  Our fisheries, our forests, our farms.
are not to be exceeded in any part of the
globe, and I may also say to you, hon.
gentlgmen, that our mines are second to none
on this continent— the mines not alone of the
east, but of the west more particularly. Re-
cent developments show that in British
Columbia the mines are quite equal to any
tl}"'? have been discovered either in the
Dmtgd States or in Mexico. Now, with all
that In view, hon. gentlemen must see that
there is something affecting this country,

;zmefthing appalling, when the population
¢ Irom it, Wh
from heseh y do the people go away

Let me speak to the hon. gentle-
men from the Maritime Provinces. Has

their population increased more than one

lable to retain its population.
Y year you will see that our exports | Fre

crease of other countries where there is a
natural migration also. Take England and
Wales for example. We find there a
population that cannot be supported on
the products of those countries. They are
beehives of industry that send forth the pro-
ducts of their labour all over the world. They
necessarily lose by migration, yet. England
and Wales have increased in population,
(taking into account the natural migration)
over eleven per cent-—two per cent more
than the great provinces of Ontario and
Quebec. I think that when that single fact
is demonstrated, when those figures are
given, we cannot deny that it is the duty of
this House, and the duty of Parliament, to
inquire honestly and fairly into the causes
thatlead to such extraordinary consequences.
Here is a land flowing with milk and honey,
that can afford homes to millions, nay hun-
dreds of millions of people, and yet it is un-
The people
flee from it as if it were swept by a plague.
What is the cause? We have not far to
look to see the cause. Hon.gentlemen have
alluded to the times of depression in Canada,
going back to the years between 1874 and
1879, yet we find the population increased
during those years seventeen per cent. The
census returns show that the population in-
creased seventeen percent during those years
of so-called depression. T say the cause is
not far to discover. It is this unfortunate
policy of the Government.

Hon. Mr. READ—They go to a country
where the taxation is double.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I am speaking of the
fact that they leave Canada. ‘

Hon. Mr. MASSON —Will the hon. gentle-.
man make a comparisonbetween the increase
of population in our provinces and in the
adjoining states

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—You ask me to give
you a comparison of the increase of popula-
tion between the United States and Canada.
Let us compare them together and we will
see. Now,Iwilltake the provinceof Ontario
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and I will take the state of Michigan. They
are under conditions very nearly similar,
Michigan on the one side and Ontario on the
other. In 1880 the population of Michigan
was 1,636,937. It had increased in 1890 to
2,093,000. The population of Ontario in
1880 was 300,000 odd more than the state
of Michigan, yet at the last census it was less
than 7,000 more than the state of Michigan
—thatis, the state of Michigan had increased
300,000 more than the province of Ontario.
Now, I will take ths province of British Col-
umbia and T will take the state of Washing-
ton.

Hon. Mr. MASSON I am speaking of
old Canada.

Hon. Mr. POWER-—Why confine the
comparison to old Canada ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-—I will give the hon.
gentleman all the figures he wants and per-
haps more than he would like, but he asked
me to give him the population of those states
that were bordering our country and com-
pare the increase of population on each side
of the line. That would be a fair standard
to judge by. Nothing could be more simple
or reasonable. Washington occupies one
side of the line, British Columbia the other
of the 49th parallel. British Columbia had
a settlement a quarter of a century in ad-
vance of Washington. That is, there was a
population there.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—That
is not correct.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I am aware that
John Jacob Astor established a fur trade
there.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Parts
of Washington were settled long before there
was any settlement in British Columbia.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I will give you the
population as it was. The population of
British Columbia in 1880 was 49,000. The
population of Washington in the same year
was 75,000. The population of British Col-
umbia at the last census was 92,000, while
the population of Washington was 349,000.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—The hon.
gentleman has made a slight error in the
tigures he has given. The first return gave
92,000, but later returns made it 99,000.

+

| Hon. Mr. SCOTT—That would give an

|increase in British Columbia of 50,000 and
in Washington an increase of 250,000. The
| conditions of the two countries are very
jnearly similar, the quality of the land about
. the same and the mineral development about
iequal. I do notknow if the mineral develop-

iment is more advanced in British Columbia

than in Washington. Now, I will take Mani-
toba. We were told that Manitoba in ten
years would have at least a popailation of
half a million. Its increase, however, has
been less than 100,000, while the Dakotas
immediately south of Manitoba, not certainly
possessing as fine land, not certainly as
attractive for settlement, not certainly pos-
sessing the many advantages that Manitoba
possesses, have increased from 135,000 to
510,000. Now I think these figures are signi-
ficant.

Hon. Mr. ALMON---Will the hon. gentle-
man give us the figures of Vermont and
other eastern states and of our eastern pro-
vinces !

Hon. Mr." SCOTT—We are looking for
a greater growth in the west than in the east,
and it was the great west that was to build
up this country. Wehave spent a very large
sum of money in it and no doubt it is coming
up rapidly to the high level that we hoped
it would enjoy, but I hold that it would,
under better conditions, have grown more
rapidly than it has. I say that it ought to
grow more rapidly. Noonecan deny that. I
cannot be challenged as being pessimistic be-
cause I call attention to these figures. Tknow
it is quite usual, if a man questions the policy
of the Government, to put that man down as
disloyal. T think it is exceedingly unfair
and improper that gentlemen cannot call
attention to and illustrate the position of
this country by comparisons with other
countries without being called disloyal. Now,
as to this marvellous development and pros-
perity, I would like to draw attention to one
or two more facts. .

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON —May I ask the
privilege of the hon. gentleman from Ottawa
to interrupt him for a moment. If he will
Iremember, I said that the pessimists were
!few in number but like the cricket made a
i bigger noise than many.

| Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I ha,d not the hon.
I

[ gentleman in view at all when I spoke.
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know it has been the fashionfor Government
organs and Government speakers on various
Platforms to denounce the Opposition as
Ing despondent and given to crying down
t. € country because they give true illustra-
tlons' of Canada and the United States. I
acquit my hon, freind entirely of any such
Intention and I did not have him in view
When commenting on the course of other
gentlemen. Now we are asked to congratu-
late ourselves upon an increase in trade. I
desire simply to call attention to the fact
that as far back as 1873, 1874 and also 1883
e were rich enough to buy a very much
arger amount abroad than we were able to
uy last year. 'The value of our imports
during the last year was 127 millions in
round numbers. In 1873 our imports amount-
ed to 128 millions, Again in 1874 they
amounted also to 128 millions, and in 1883
we bl‘Ol‘lg‘ht as much as 132 millions worth,
five millions more than last year. The
eXport last year was no doubt large and gra-
tifying. T 'wish, however, that it had been
much larger and I think that if a different
E)l?ul:gl had been pursued it would have been
due? I“t"’ger- To what was that large export
North-w:af dIlle entirely to the farmers of the
er 5t 't was largely due to the great
ops with which Manitob and the North-
“}‘xeSt' were blest last year. Tt is due also to
tfe Increase of ‘two millions in the products
of the forest; it is due also to the cheese
md“s"‘_'y of Ontario and Quebec, one of the
great industries of this country. That is
P’}}atf 1t is due to, and although very grati-
ying, and I am glad to recognize that it is
80, I think under other conditions it might
h&Y’e been very much greater than it is. I
hotice that our exports of manufactures have
Increased. T was rather curious to know in
What way the exports of manufactures had
Increased, and on turning up the page I was
Surprised to find that over one million of
our exports of manufactures was due to the
exportation of the household effects of set-|
tlers.  Over one million of the total exports |
Was made up of the effects of settlers going
to the United States. That branch of it
Vas not a subject for congratulation. I
find that during the year preceding the
houfxehol}i effects of settlers who went to the
nited States was about the same figure. 1|
O 1ot think we can take very much credit
to ourselves for having exported as manufac-
tures the household effects of the people of

Canada who have had to fly to another land.

We are asked to thank His Excellency for
informing us that measures have been taken
to carry into effect an agreement between
the United States and this country in re-
gard to the boundary of Alaska. This
boundary of Alaska is a very old subject.
Tt crops up periodically. It was up some
fifteen or twenty years ago, and at several
periods since.  Alaska, as hon. gentiemen
probably know, is that part of the country
ceded by Russia to the United States on
this continent. By the treaty between
Great Britain and Russia in 1825, a boun-
dary line was established between British
territory and Russian territory on the west-
ern side of this continent, and I am sorry to
say that, as in the caseof a great many other
treaties where the lands of Canada were
made the subject of treaties by plenipoten-
tiaries from the nother country, Canada got
the worst of it. If any one looks at the
map he will see how very illogical it is togive
away, or to consent to a foreign country
occupying so much of the_ coast line of this
continent as Russia then insisted upon
occupying of our Canadian territory on the
north-west. But the boundary line between
the two countries was made rather a puzzle:
Prince of Wales Islands (strange to say, one
would have thought the very name would
have saved it as u possession of the British
Crown) was freely given away to Russia, and
the line was then run to the head of Port-
land channel and by a devious crooked line
to Mount Elias. It is that very devious
crooked line that is now engaging the atten-
tion of the two Governments. If I had any
advice to offer to the two Governments, 1
should say adopt a true line running straight
north, wholly irrespective of the height of
land mentioned in the treaty. Under the
treaty the line was to follow the height of
land. Where the height of land was more
than ten marine leagues distant from the
shore, then a line running parallel to the
shore and ten leagues from it was to be
followed. The mountains of course do not
follow the coast in a direct line, they bend
towards the shore, and they bend inland,
and so the line is an exceedingly difticult
one to draw. I think, therefore, that the
two Governments ought to agree upon a
degree of longitude, a straight line which
would run north to Mount Elias.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—That
has been proposed.
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The correspondence!year, when the papers were moved for ; but
came under my own observation many years [ felt then that if I did so, I should be
ago, when I had to do with these questions,  accused of playing into the hands of the
and that was my idea. The estimatesof the | United States. That is the line taken to seal
cost are, for the United Stat s portion of the | the mouths of gentlemen who desire to give
work of surveying the line, $1,500,000 ; for | their advice to the Government and to ex-
our portion of the work according to General | press their judgment on the various inter-
Cameron, something over a million dollars. | national questions which arise from time to

That would be a total of at least two and a
half millions spent  in defining a compara-
tively short line. It may be that the country
is worth such a great expenditure.
no doubt it has its value, but between

two sensible neighbours, the best way to,

settle the matter would be to fix an absolute
“boundary, irrespective of the height of land.
I am glad to hear that a friendly conference
has taken place between delegates fromn this
Government and delegates from Newfound-
land, and I sincerely hope that all causes of
difficulty between the two colonies will cease.
I think we ought to deal rather tenderly
with Newfoundland. It isa weak and a
poor sister, and Canada can afford to be gen-
erous. I did not myself approve of the policy
which was adopted two years ago in reference
to that colony.
question ; it is perhaps not germane to the
matter at present under debate, and therefore
I will not further allude to it, but I cannot
- certainly join in the hope expressed by the
-hon. the seconder of these resolutions, that we
may round off confederation by bringing
in Newfoundland. I think the confederation

is already rounded off sufficiently, leaving'

Newfoundland out, and it would be better for
both Newfoundland and Canada that the
former should remain outside of the union.
It is not easy to govern a country where cir-
cumstances are so dissimilar to ours as they
are in Newfoundland. 1 think they could
take much better care of themselves while
remaining a separate colony than by joining
the Canadian Confederation. We are asked
to concur in His Excellency’s regret that the
Governmentof the United States were unable
to accept the suggestions made by the Gov-
ernment of Canada on the subject of the
canal tolls, and that the President should
have ‘thought it necessary to impose excep-
tional tolls. T take issue with the hon.
mover of the resolution in the observations
he made upon this subject. I think that
anybody dispassionately looking at this sub-
ject, would have said from the beginning
that the Government of Canada were entirely
in the wrong. I should have said so last

I have,

I need not now discuss that |

‘[time between the two countries. Hon.
| gentlemen are aware that the use of the
jcanals by the two countries has its origin
in the Treaty of Washington. Under
.the twenty-seventh article of that treaty
we were to secure to the citizens of the
United States the use of the Welland,
St, Lawrence and other canals on terms of
equality with our own people. That was
what we agreed to do-—that they should
enjoy these canals on terms of equality. We
did give them that privilege for some years,
but unfortunately political influences were
at work to secure some advantages for the
people of Kingston, and an Order in Council
was passed giving Kingston the advantage of
transhipping grain to Montreal,  and the
grain transhipped at Montreal got a rebate
of eighteen cents per ton. On all cargoes of
' grain coming from the west of Canada there
i was a charge of twenty cents per ton, and a
| rebate of eighteen cents was granted to ves-
isels loading at Montreal. It is quite true
that there was no discrimination against
vesgels, but there was discrimination against
I the people of the United States. We dis-
criminated against Ogdensburgh, and in dis-
criminating against Ogdensburgh we discrim-
inated against the people of Ogdensburgh,
and in my judgment Canada failed to observe
the conditions of that portion of the Treaty
lof Washington relating to this question.
Now, I think that in regard to treaties we
ought to follow the example of the mother-
land. England has been exceedingly sensi-
tive on this question of treaties with foreign
‘powers. Wherever there was a doubt, un-
iless in matter of very grave importance, the
desire and disposition has been rather to
give the case away than make a casus bells
lof it—to have no friction with a foreign
country in any small or unimportant matter.
Yet here we find that Canada, in order to
favour a few traders, possibly not more than
a dozen persons, imposed a discriminating
tariff against the people of United States of
eighteen cents on every ton of grain going
through the canals. Our attention is called
to it and what do we do? In the presence of
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one of the gentlemen who carried on the
negotiation on our side, I do not desire inany
Way to increase the friction by referring to
my views of the situation. As reported
through United State sources it is very
ll‘nfol'tuna.te that when the attention of the
Government of Canada was called to it, the
course that they proposed to pursue was a
matter of dispute, to use the mildest term
—that the statement of Mr. Blaine, whose
recent death we must all regret, and of Mr.
Secretary Foster, of what took place at the
confere{lc.e was different from that of our
Own ministers. However, that is entirely
lmmaterial and I allude to it simply as
showing that in the minds of the American
people there was a belief that Canada was
gong to remove the cause for dissatisfaction
that had existed for some antecedent years.
Canada did not remove it last year, and
the Bltuation became graver. What the
ericans say, and I think it cannot be
contradicted, is that in granting a rebate of
eighteen cents per ton onall the grain coming
Into Montreal we sinned against that parti-
cular clause of the Washington Treaty which
governed the subject, in three different ways:
(1) In tha it makes the toll on grain for export

Wm Montreal and other Canadian ports east of

Montreal two cents per ton while the toll on grain

Or export from American ports is twenty cents per

ton : that is g0 say, that grain coming through the

Welland Canal and shi
pped to Ogdensburgh would
Pay twenty cents per ton, while if shipped to Kingg-

fon and reéshipped to Montreal i
h eal it would only pa;
two cents pefiﬂn. " i

In dlSCI'.iminating against Ogdensburgh we
%’“_’ly discriminate against the people of the
A nited States. They do not enjoy the privi-
eges of the canals on term of equality with
gs i we make the grain dealers of Ogdens-
dul‘gh pay eighteen cents more than Canadian
ealers who carry the grain to Montreal.

0;2- ) In that even the lesser rate is refused on grain

ohi ‘:intreal and ports east of it has been tran-

b lF!N“bea.t an American port, while it is allowed if
a8 been transhipped at a Canddian port.

If the grain even were going to Montreal and
1t were transhipped at Ogdensburgh, it would
stillbe charged twenty cents per ton, although
if transhipped at Kingston the charge would
Z}lly be two cents per ton, a clear discrimina-
ll‘i’n- No man can defend or justify it. At
2 events, the thing is not worth defending.

hy should we have this difficulty with the
great nation to the south of us about a small
matt;r of this kind, affecting the whole of

the United States, for the benefit of a few
elevator men at Kingston?. It is a pity that
all this friction should arise over so insignifi-
cant a matter.

(3.) In that the two cent rate is only levied on
rain from Montreal and ports east from any Cana-
ian Lake Ontario port, while the twenty cent rate

is exacted on grain for the same destination from
American Lake Ontario ports.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—Will the hon.
gentleman kindly tell me what he is read-
ing from?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I am reading from
“The President’s message on the canal ques-
tion,” a United States document.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-—What are the
words of the treaty ¢ .

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I will give the words
of the treaty :

The Government of Her Britannic Majesty
engages to urge upon the Government of the
Dominion of Canada to secure to the citizens of
the United States the use of the Welland, St.
Lawrence and other canals in the Dominion on
term of equality with the other inhabitants of the
Dominion.

The contention of our Government is this,
that they discriminate only against ports—
that they discriminate in favour of St.
Lawrence ports to the extent of eighteen
cents per ton. I say that they have no
power to do so under the treaty. It isin
direct violation of the terms of the treaty.
No nation sensitive about its honour ought
to construe treaties otherwise than fairly
and liberally towards its opponent, unless
in a matter of very grave importance. Isay
the fair and honourable course on the part
of the Dominion would have been to refer
the matterto the gentleman who was present
when the Washington treaty was framed, to
have referred it to a statesman who is now
a member of Mr. Gladstone’s Government—
the Earl of Ripon. That would have been
a very fair course. Canada might have
stated the question and asked, “what is
your version?”  Would you " consider
that we were violating the terms of the treaty
by taking this action? Instead of this the
Canadian Government set up its own opinion.
It acted in a very independent way towards
the United States, and a great portion of
the people of Canada choose to remain silent
rather than to place this government in a
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position of indelicacy, but I say boldly no
fair-minded man could read the twenty-
seventh section of the Washington treaty
and justify the course that our Government
took in reference to this canal toll question.
I can invoke supporters of the Government
to confirm this statement. I am quite sure
a very large number of men in either branch
of the legislature, if asked outside of the
political arena, what is your view -—do you
think it was a violation on the part of Canada
of the provision of the Washington Treaty !
—would freely say yes, but they donot want
to place the Government in the uncomfort-
able position of appearing to be in the
wrong, and therefore defend the Government.
I hold in my hand here the utterances of a
pretty good authority, a gentleman editing
one of the leading newspapers of this country,
and one of the warmest supporters of this
Government, who has always stood by them
through good report and evil report. That
gentleman undertakes to write an drticle for
an independent magazine on this question.
Here is what he says :

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH —Who is the

writer ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-—I am now reading an
article on the canal tolls question by a dis-
tinguished member of the other House, a
warm supporter of the Administration. His
habit has always been to speak in a direct
way and from a judicial stand-point for the
whole people, not alone for the people of
Canada but as well for the people of the
United States. He takes a fair broad view
of the whole subject ; let us hear what his
conclusions are :

Finally, let us briefly consider the character of
the reprisals to which the United States has
resorted at the Sault Ste. Marie canal, hitherto
free to all vessels irrespective of nationality
or destination. A toll of twenty cents per ton
upon freight is levied under certain conditions.
The proclamation of President Harrison imposing
the tolls in accordance with the act of Congress
reads: ‘ Provided that no tolls shall be charged or
collected upon freight or passengers carried to or
landed at Ogdensburgh and south of a line drawn
from the northern boundary of the state of New
York through the St. Lawrence river, the great
lakes and their connecting channels to the northern
boundary of the state of Minnesota.” In this way
ourneighbourshave copied our exampleand rendered
the occasion for complaint on our part somewhat
dubious. ~Canada grants a rebate of tolls on all
cargoes bound for Montreal or a port east of
Montreal, whether the vessels be British or Ameri-
can. The United States grants exemption from

tolls to all cargoes though the Sault canal bound to
Ogdensburgh, or any American port west of Ogdens-
burgh, no matter what the nationality of the vessel.
Just as the full tolls are exacted by Canada on all
cargoes through the-Welland Canal to American
ports so are full tolls exacted by the United States on
all cargoes through the Sault canal bound to Cana-
dian ports. There we have what Secretary of State
Foster calls “ parity of conditions,” and itis really
somewhat difficult to discover in the conduct of the
United States any justification for threats and
denunciations on our part. Instead of either whin-
ing or menacing, the common sense course is to
frankly admit that the Americans have merely
tuaken a leaf out of our book ; to recognize that the
policy of reprisals is neither dignified nor profit-
able ; and, conscious that two can play at the game
of fence, to honestly scek to establish a large
measure of reciprocity in the carrying trades.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-—Who is the gentle-
man?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Mr. White, of Card-
well. I will now read from an official source
the proclamation of President Harrison under
which the twenty cent toll was levied, and I
think it is about as diplomatic a paper as I
have ever read; I think he took the language
of our Order in Council and just applied it
under the same conditions.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—No.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—He says, after reciting
the fact that we were discriminating by giv-
ing rebates of eighteen cents per ton on all
grain passing through the Welland Canal
destined for Montreal :

Now, therefore, I, Benjamin Harrison, Presi-
dent of the United States of America, by virtue of
the power to that end conferred upon me by said
Act of Congress, approved July 26th, 1892, do
hereby direct that from and after September 1,
1892, until further notice, a toll of twenty cents
per ton be collected, levied and paid on all freight
ot whatever kind or description passing through
the St. Mary’s Falls Canal in transit to any port
of the Dominion of Canada, whether carried in
vessels of the United States or of other nations;
and to that extent I do hereby suspend, from and
after said date, the right of free passage through
said St. Mary’s Falls Canal of any and all cargoes
or portions of cargoes in transit to Canadian ports.

Now, I think I have proved very success-
fully, from the writings of a distinguished
supporter of the Government, who probably
in the other House may have justified their
course from a political stand-point—I have
proved from his own language what his
opinion was ; it corresponds with my own.
I thought all along, and I think now that
we did make ‘a great mistake in spending so



P S

The [JANUARY 30, 1893] Address.

19

many millions on building a Sault canal on
‘f)ur side. T think that the sensible course
lpr tWo neighbours was to abide firmly and
iberally by the treaty of Washington, and
enlarge it from time to time as no doubt
fr:endly relations would enable us to do.
“e. pass through the Sault Canal on the
Umte(! States side a very small fraction,
Dot quite three per cent of the whole traffic.
00 1t was a comparatively small amount.
ur vessels passed through that canal not as
Ca’:‘le‘i‘c&n'vessels pass through the Welland
Sa:ﬁ, Paying a toll—they passed through the
N Canal paying nothing. Our vessels
ame through in their turn; they never were
gut to any disadvantage. 1 have passed
dn ré-passed many a time myself up and
T(l)lwn thls?a.nal,a,nd Iknow whereof I speak.
e Amerlca.n officials took all the ‘trouble,
supplied the lights, and rendered assistance
I every possible way, and not a farthing
gas ever charged, and remember the
ault Cana.l was not among the canals that
Z"Oel‘e Inentioned in the Treaty of Washing-
e 1. The' United States had not at that
\Me acquired the Sault Canal ; it was the
Private Property of the state of Michigan.
a eu_U!(lllted States some years afterwards
i;gngeth the canal and spent large sums on
their q TeW 1t open to Canada, as it was
avs f uty to do, but it is something in our
tin}; ;"‘ a nation to do its duty. Sowe con-
wholly -0y it and T think that it was
Olly unnecessary expense that we should
g&to N connection with the new canal. It
it ounted to a menace to the United States ;
Was tantamount to saying that we should
independent of them, that we did not pro-
gﬁse to be dependent on them. I say neither
© United States nor Canada can take that
p(mslm” I'say they are both in a degree de-
fien ent on each other. They occupy con-
inglclous territory for 4,000 miles, and we have
muc‘i]mmOH, water ways of great extent, very
count more than is the case in any other
D ;’lles in the world, and itis our intprest,
rel t? as our duty, to preserve amicable
atlons.  They are people akin to us.in race,
anguage and laws. Do you for a moment
to PilVe that if the administration of these mat-
th:;.st,t,ad been Inthe hands of British statesmen
Wo ldls conditionofaffairs would havearisen?
to d they have allowed this petty collision
matot:c‘}gr on a comparatively insignificant
not c; The heads of this Government did
a 00se to come down from their high
pe esta}a’%and acknowledge that they were

in the wrong, when over and over again we
were told by the United States, * cease your
discrimination ; abide by what you assured
us you would do when you met us at Wash-
ington last, or we shall impose a tax on your:
grain and cargoes going through the Sault
Canal.” 'What was our position? We took
the high and mighty course ; we snapped our
fingers at them and said “ you may do as you
please, we will be independent ; we can afford
to pay the tax to the United States Govern-
ment,” and therefore we occupy this ridicu-
lous position, that we paid thirty or forty
thousand dollars from September last to the
close of the season to swell the treasury at
Washington, simply because our pride would
not allow us to admit that we had made a
gross error. Inthe interpretation of treaties,
it is the duty of all high-minded, honourable
people to be liberal, and if we followed the
course pursued by British statesmen, we
would have admitted that we were wrong ;
we would have apologized and occupied a
much stronger position to-day than we now
hold. I have no doubt the Government will
remove the discrimination before this sea-
son begins. They do not propose to go
on, I trust, in the foolish course of con-
tinuing to pay tribute to the United States
treasury when it is wholly unnecessary.
All they have to do is to say: “We will
go back to the treaty and abide by it.” I
would have spoken last year, but had hoped
from day to day—we know that the Order
in Council hung fire for considerable time—
that the Canadian Government would have
acquiesced in the very proper suggestion
from Washington that they were trans-
gressing an article of the treaty and request-
ing them to withdraw the Order in Council
under which the discriminating tolls were
enforced ; but it is all of a piece with the
mode of carrying on the government in this
country—it is carried on for individuals and
not for the masses. The hon. gentleman
who introduced these resolutions pointed to
the millionaires on the other side of the line.
Have we made no millionaires in the last
fifteen years? Has not the disparity be-
tween wealth and poverty been more marked
in the last ten years than in any former
period in the history of this country? I say
it has. It would be a matter of indelicacy
to name individuals who have grown rich
on the subsidies that the people of the coun-
try have been obliged, under Act of Parlia-
ment, to pay to the favoured few. Million-
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aires have been created in this land, too,
and the money they have got has been
taken from the great body of the peo-
ple, where it fairly and properly belonged.
I desire to call the attention of the House,
as illustrating in some degree the line of
action we have adopted towards the United
States, to the question of wrecking. As far
back as 1878, at the time of the change of
government in this country, Congressplaced
on record a statute in which they offered to
Canadian tugs the right to give assistanceto
American as well as Canadian vessels in
United States waters, provided Canada did
the same. Here was a very fair offer.  Of
all questions for reciprocity, surely that of
rendering assistance to vessels in distress
was the most reasonable and natural one,
which ought to be first taken up by an in-
telligent and friendly people, yet year by
year went by, and one cause or another has
prevented the Canadian Government from
acquiescing in the proposals from the United
States. The pressure became so great, that
in 1888 aleading gentlemanbelonging to the
Conservative party—it was useless for any-
body else to proposé such a thing—the mem-
ber for Frontenac,now Lieutenant-Governor
of Ontario, brought in a bill authorizing the
Government to issue a proclamation placing
the wrecking question on both sides on a
reciprocal basis. The Opposition, with one
or two exceptions, supported the measure.
However, the hon. gentleman who had
charge of the bill was unableto divorce from
the Governmentfollowing asufficient number
to carry the bill with the assistance of
the Opposition. The following year the bill
was introduced again, and the next year as
well. In 1891 they did succeed in getting
it through the House of Commons and it
came to this Chamber. I am sorry to say that
the Senate failed to respond to the advanced
public opinion of this country, which consi-
dered the subject of wrecking was one that
should be put on a reciprocal basis. I will
not go now into the object lessons which
were given on that occasion, pointing out
the serious injury and difficulty caused by
the absence ofsucha law, but I again express
my regret, as I did when the bill was before
this chamber, that this House did not res-
pond to the advance of public opinion on
this question. And for whom, pray, were
we keeping up these laws that were certain-
ly not in harmony with the spirit of this
age ! Not probably more than five persons

were interested in tugs, but for thesake of
less than half a dozen persons, Canada had
to be placed year after year at this great
disadvantage of refusing the olive branch
held out by the people of the United States.
In 1892 the Government did take it up. My
hon. friend, the leader of this House, gave
it his assistance, and with that aid it went
through without any difficulty. I do not
think there was a vote on it. The measure
came to this chamber and although this is
purely a non-political House, when it was
supported by the Government, its chances, as
the sequel proved, were very much better
than when it was an independent measure.
The moment the Government lent its aid the
bill went through. We were in hopes that
a joint proclamation would issue on both sides
and that wrecking would be made mutual.
In the issuing of the proclamation on the
other side, however, the President named in
connection with the waters open to the tugs
of both countries the various canals. Very
naturally he regarded the canals as part of
the waterways.  Although there would seem
to be very little probability of accidents
happening to vessels on them, yet our Gov-
ernment, with the short-sighted policy they
seem to pursue, carped at the language of the
proclamation and declined to accept it, say-
ing it was a departure from what was in-
tended and they did not propose that there
should be any reciprocal aid given to vessels
in distress on the canals. They did not say
that it was improbable that there would be
many cases of that kind and for that reason
the matter should have been passed by. It
is unlikely that vessels will be wrecked in
the canals, but if they should be, surely if
we are acting in a spirit of friendliness to an
adjoining nation, we ought not to carp at so
insignificant a point as that the wrecking
privileges in question were not contemplated
on our side to apply to the canals. There
the matter stands to-day. I suppose there
is influence at work somewhere or other to
keep it back in order that one or two Cana-
dian tugs may enjoy for another season an
advantage, and that Canadian vessel owners
shall be obliged to seek our favoured tugs
for assistance. It is just of a piece with the
whole policy of this country. The next
paragraph in the Address asks us to
respectfully thank His Excellency ¢ for in-
forming us that measures will be laid before
us for the improvement of the Franchise
Act.” Well, I am glad to find that the
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?Ovemment, even at this late day, are alive
O the fact that the Franchise Act needs
amendment. In my judgment it needs
ProepIng away. 1If it had not been for the
ranchise Act and the fiscal policy of the
wg:;f(rlnmem, my hon. friend from Welland
tio l?Ot havg: had to make the observa-
hisns that he did in the introductory part of
thatsggec}l to-day. 'We all musc recognize
¢ €re 1s a spirit of unrest in this coun-
Y \thf’*t: although the great bulk of the
Population, nine-tenths of the people, are
oyal o the Crown, yet there is an element
th:: 1S outspoken in opposition. A
To al;}reate that‘spirit, I will not say of (.hs~
B yalty, b_ll‘t of dissatisfaction, with the exist-
8 conditions which is illustrated by the
tﬁght of 50 many thousands of persons from
1S f{i\_loured land, all has its origin in the
kil‘l?(rlxcmse Agt, the fiscal policy, and just such
h s of legislation. Give the people fair-
Eﬂ?t;xn the election of their representatives,
the R ey will cure all the rest. When recently
whe epublican party in the United States,
O occupy very much the position of the
se(l)sy Party in Canada, who regard them-
as €sas thenatural ownersof thecountry, and
an d:"“‘g the right to control its destinies,
Whenst}t;he born legislators of the country—-
of C e Republican party sought by an act

g‘)uf};@ controlling influence of that great
the 'y by means of the Force Bill,-—when
ra.l¥ sought to take possession of the electo-
s !:anChl§e of the United States, the people
will n their might and told Congress “ we
I‘ebelll}eve? submit to it: we have had a
will hmn n the sogth about the slaves,.we
Not ai’e no rebellion about the Force Bill.”
part only the south but the people of other
and s of the Republic rose in their manhood
1ma, said : « T is true the Republican party
carz carry that in Congress, but they cannot
thery 1t if they appeal to the country—
the :] “:111 be a disruption if they do.” Had
in thievtol‘ate, when the Conservative party
chise S country ro!)bed them of their fran-
woull liisen In their might, our people to-day
to an € more contented. You cannot point
whe rg t(’}’:iher democratic form of government
of the o ere has been so large an infraction
he G"ghts of the people as in Canada.
say ofo"el'nment. have f,a,ken possession, I
he’y p the representation of the people.
shall bemt appoint an officer who says wh.o
own Put on the voters’ lists. He is their
creature, selected by themselves. Having

The causes,

ongress to become a permanent fixture |

obtained the lists, what is done ? Do they
trust them to be examined in their own
counties! No, they bring the lists to Ottawa,
to the Printing Bureau, and print them
under their own direction. I may be told
that T must not make charges. Do you
think you can gag the people of Canada
by any such remarks, when they know
and have proof of so many dishonest
things in connection with the representation
of the people? I say the Government
should place itself beyond suspicion. I do
not mean to make any charge, but the Gov-
ernment cannot be surprised that charges of
that character are made when we know the
lengths to which they go in order to secure
the return of their own candidates. Having
framed the lists, having carved out consti-
| tuencies as they have done every ten years
'to suit their own people, they appoint the
! returning officers, and so practically what is
ikaown in the United States as the Force
| Bill has been in existence in the Dominion,
and that is the cause of the unrest and the
| dissatisfaction, and the reason why so many
people are threatening to leave this country,
rand why so many have left the Dominion—
'because they think the Government have
Iseized on the rights of the people and have
| taken control, in a tyrannical or arbitrary
way, of the representation of the people in
Parliament. The Government dare not trust
the people. Surely, if they enjoyed the con-
fidence of the majority in this country, they
need not fear tolet the people of the various
localities make their own lists. Are the
Conservatives in the electoral divisions not
equally as intelligent, on the alert and keen
for success as are their neighbours, the
Reformers? They are on the same parallel,
only the Conservatives have friends at
court, and the Reformers have not.
If you want to secure peace and good feeling
in this country, you have to put the represent-
ation of the people on a mére just, fair and
equitable basis than it is. Do that, and in
my humble judgment you will remove one of
the great.causes of dissatisfaction and stop
the exodus. You will find in the next ten
years our population will have grown—that
we will have attracted population from the
other side,of the line. As I said before,
Canada is a grand country, it has a magnifi-
cent North-west, and it is our duty to take
care of it and to hand it down to posterity
as we received it from those who preceded us.
If we pursue a fair, just and reasonable policy,
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I
one for the benefit of the masses and not for
the benefit of the classes, we need not employ
agents abroad in the various parts of Europe
to hunt up settlers for our North-west Terri-
tory. We need not pay a per capita allowance
for those who come over to seek homes here.
‘We will attract population without any such
things and sufficient people will settle in our
country to develop its resources. Do that,
and you will receive the gratitude of the|
people and there will be no more dissatisfac- :
tion or distrust of the Government in this.
country and the exodus to the United States |
will cease.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—TI propose to follow
in this House the course that is generally
pursued in the other chamber—that is, after
the mover and seconder of the address have
delivered their speeches and the leader of
the Opposition has spoken, the leader of the
Government always replies. Of course I am
not well acquainted with the procedure of
the Senate, but, I have no objection, person-
ally, to wait and hear the whole discussion if
the House prefer it. At this hour, and it
having been intimated to me that a number
of gentlemen have engagements to-night and

do not wish to return after six o'clock, I am |
willing to move the adjournment of the;

debate. If, however, it is the desire of the
House that the discussion should go on, I
shall be very glad to answer my hon.
friend from Ottawa. I would say this, how-
ever, before sitting down; when I entered
this House I was cautioned that I must
pursue a different course here from that
which is generally adopted in the other
House-—that is, that I must not indulge too
freely in political discussions. Although the
hon. gentleman from Ottawa intimated that
the Senate is not a political body, after
listening to him I began to think that I was
mistaken and I believe that the field is as
wide, in the Senate of Canada, for the'dis-
cussion of the great questions that are before
the people and the fiscal and other policies of
the Government, as in the Houseof Commons,
and that they may be dealt with as freely
and frankly here as in the other branch of
the legislature. The hon. gentleman will |
excuse me, if, when I have the honour of re-|
plying to his remarks, I deal with them in
very much the same spirit that he dealt
with them to-day ; and I am very much in-
clined to think that he will be apt to say of |
me what I shall not in any spirit of disres-!

pect attribute to him—that I am just®about
as much a partisan as he is. However,
apart from that, permit me, before I sit
down, to reciprocate to the fullest possible
extent the remarks that have been made by
the seconder of the resolution and the leader
of the Opposition—that is, my deep regret
personally, and very much more politically,
of the causes which have led to my occupy-
ing the position that I do to-day. I deeply
regret with them, as I am sure every mem-
ber of both Houses does, and I think I may
safely say the people of Canada—the cause
which led to the resignation of the late Pre-
mier and leader of this House. I do hope
that he may return to Canada with renewed
vigour and better health ; and that we may
have the pleasure of seeing him again in
this House taking a prominent part in public
affairs. Whatever my course here may be, I
shall endeavour to emulate, as far as I pos-
sibly can, those qualities to which the leader
of the Opposition has referred ; that is, to
endeavour to be courteous to all members, no
matter whether their political complexion is
the same as mine or not. Having said this
much, I shall, with your permission, move
ithe adjournment of the debate until to-
! Iorrow.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 5.40 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Tuesday, January 31st, 1893.
Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o’clock.

Prayers.

THE ADDRESS.
THE DEBATE CONTINUED.

The Order of the Day being read :

Resuming the adjourned Debate on the consider-
ation of Igis Excellency the Governor-General’s
Speech, on the opening of the Third Session of the
Seventh Parliament.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL said :—I confess,
notwithstanding the fact that I am somewhat

of an old parliamentarian, having occupied
a seat in the other House for over 25 years,




that I fee] 5 delicacy in rising to address the
Nate on this occasion. Knowing that I
am followi

OWIng a gentleman whose intellec-
tual ability, " and whose position in the
eountry as one of our most eminent lawyers,
and 5 former leader of this House, makes
' eminently above and beyond me in
eloquen?e and ability, I therefore feel some-
what diffident in attempting to fill the
Place he 80 worthily occupied in this House.
N Ot'Wlt.hsta.nding that, T have learned during
my political career that whatever position in
life T might be called to fill, T should attempt
do my duty to my country first and to
myself afterwards. I have to congratulate,
and do so sincerely, the mover and
Seconder of the Address on the ability which
they displayed in dealing with the questions
how before the country. The mover presen-
ted to the House many facts, which were
not only interesting to those who listened to
m, lEfllt will be instructive tothose whoread
them in the public press. My own impres-
S0 is that those facts were of a character
Which deserved much more consideration,
and that top of g favourable nature, than
°Y received from the hon. gentleman
;v © replied and who holds the position of
eader of the Opposition in this Chamber.
£ Séems to me that the hon. member
*om Welland, quoting as he did from
he foremost statisticians of the world,
and drawing his deductions from the
figures which are presented to the country
through the medium of the Trade and
.AVigation Reports, might at least have had
'S remarks accepted as carrying with them
that Wweight which such statistics should
farry and not have been treated in the
ﬂl_ppa.m; manner in which they were,
With mere forma) generalities such as we
read every day in the smallest village news-
Paper in the country. I say this with all
respect to the gentleman whom Iam follow-
g, but I cannot help thinking that in a
0dy like this, in dealing with great ques-
tions of state and the position of the country,
we should try and draw our conclusions from
acts as they are presented to us rather than
repeat the stale platitudes which we hear and
Y every day in the week. I am also in-
¢ined to think that the hon. gentleman
OPPosite, in his references to the remurks
mad‘f by the hon. Senator from Welland re-
garding what he termed the pessimistic ideas
Of politicians and others in Canada, would
have done better had he dealt with the

The [JANUARY 31, 1893] Address.

‘the

23

e ——— - R O —

real questions at issue rather than to
fall back upon the ground that the hon.
Senator from Welland had attacked the
loyalty of the party which the hon. gentle-
man opposite so worthily leads in the
Senate. I was delighted to hear from
the hon. gentleman that the party which
he leads, and to which he belongs, is
not disloyal. No one, I think, said that it
was. But to say that there are disloyal
men in that party, to say that there
are men connected with that party who
have proved themselves traitors, is not to
accuse the whole party of being traitors, I
was pleased also to hear him say that nearly
the whole of his party were as loyal as the
most loyal Tory in the country. Well, if
that is so, Canada is safe for some time to
come against any progress towards the an- -
nexation of this country to the neighbouring
Republic. The hon. gentleman was follow-
ing in the footsteps of his Ontario leader,
wher the latter stated, at the Board of
Trade banquet the other day, that he knew
of but one man who avowed himself in
favour of annexation to the United States,
and that he was very glad to know that that
one did not belong to the Liberal party. I
have a distinet recollection, and I have no
doubt the hon. gentleman to whom I refer,
Premier of Ontario, also remembers,
that when he occupied a seat in the
old Parliament of Canada there was
a gentleman who represented the then
town of Brockville, who uttered the
same sentiments in the old Parliament of
Canada that had been uttered by the local
memberYor Essex, and I am glad to know
that he did not belong to the Conservative
party. I am -also reminded, and must be
led to the conclusion—and I presume the
House and the country must also come to
the conclusion—that the hon. leader of the
Opposition is in unison with the Premier of
Ontario, and that he is not in unison with
and has no belief in the sentiments uttered
by a late editor of the leading paper which is
supposed to echo—nay, not only echo, but
utter the sentiments of gentlemen oppo-
site. It will be remembered that the writer
of the famous letter to Mr. Hitt of the
United States, told the people of that coun-
try that every man of the party with which
he was connected, and for whom he was
writing in a leading newspaper of this
country, preferred annexation when he
preached commercial union, and that the
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party to which be belonged was virtually
wearing a mask. If the hon. gentleman’s
statement which he gave us yesterday is to
be accepted we must take it as the expres-
sion of a sentiment coming from an indivi-
dual, and not from the party. The writer to

whom I refer said further, that “ we "—the

Liberal party—*had better make for annex-
ation at once instead of making two bites
on the cherry.” Now, itis gratifying to
know——

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The paper never en-
dorsed these views of Mr. Wiman’s. Mr.
Wiman was never editor of the G/lobe,

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—-I am notawarethat
I mentioned Mr. Wiman’s name. I regret
that the hon. gentleman’s comprehension
and knowledge of political affairs of this
country dids not suggest to him that I was
referring to the late editor of the Globe.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Mr. Farrer was eject-
ed from the Globe, perhaps for that very
reason. Mr. Wiman has been a contributor
of the Glohe for many years.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-—T am glad to learn
the fact that he is a secret editor of the
Globe. This country has never before been
informed of that important fact.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-—The hon. gentle-
man has no right to misunderstand me. I
stated that Mr. Wiman occasionally contri-
buted to the Globe. He always wrote over
his own name.
Globe or the party responsible for his views,
I do not propose that the hon. gentleman
shall misrepresent me in this manner.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—Neither do I pro-
pose that the hon. gentleman shall inter-
rupt me in such a manner or put me
off the line of my argument, nor do I pro-
pose that he shall draw a herring across the
track to put me out. Mr. Wiman, who is living
in another country, may have uttered the sen-
timents to which he has referred and I might
also hold the hon. gentleman responsible for
Mr., Wiman’s opinions, he being in accord
with the sentiments which have been
uttered by Mr. Wiman in favour of commer-
cial union or unrestricted reciprocity, either
of which, to my mind, mean nothing more or
less than annexation to the United States.
I wish the hon. gentleman to bear in

That fact did not make the'

mind that I have no desire to misrepresent
him. T have no desire to do so, nor do I
propose to let him, if I can prevent it, say
that I wilfully misrepresent him. I repu-
diate it : I have no desire or intention to do
so. I was referring to Mr. Farrer. The
hon. gentleman says Mr. Farrer was
i ejected from the Globe. When was he sent
i from the Globe? It is only a few months
ago. He was retained on the staff of the
G'lobe for about two years,after it was proved
he wrote letters to leading statesmen of the
United States pointing out to them how
they could strike the most fatal blow at
Canada, he was not repudiated by the Globe.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The Globe is not the
organ of the Liberal party, and I am not
responsible for its opinions.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-—I am very glad to
hear the hon. gentleman say so.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The Globe does not
profess to be the organ of the Liberal party.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL--We have another
“revelation” here to-day, and that too from
; the leader of the Opposition,to the effect that
,the Globe, the Toronto Globe—the Clobe
that was instituted and established by the
late Peter Brown, and conducted with so
much ability by a member afterwards of
this House, the late Hon. George Brown,
and since by a combination of the party,
under the control of the party, and under
ithe pay of Sir Richard Cartwright, Mr.
Edgar and others, is not the organ of the
! Liberal party. 1If the Globe does not utter
the sentiments of the Liberal party, it
is a great pity that they did not, when
they met in convocation, repudiate the
' Globe. T tell the hon. gentleman that
ineither he nor the party to which he be-
ilongs dare repudiate the Globe in the pro-
'vince of Ontario, or say that it does not
utter the sentiments of the party with
1 which he is at present connected.

i Hon. Mr. SCOTT-—Not always.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL.—My hon. friend
says “ not always.” I do not pretend to say
that any newspaper utters the sentiments
or expresses the opinions in every particular
of each individual member of the party to
which he belongs or which he leads. Human

nature is not so constituted that that is
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?‘)SSible, and the mere attempt to hide the
act tha,

t the Globe is the leading organ of
© party, and that he with others is not

responsib] : 4
Succeed, f lfor its utterances, will hardly

time up(,n t
50 if the
rupted me.

the desire of the south-western peninsula of
Ontario, the fruit-growing section of the
country, the duties should be reimposed in
order that their markets might not be
ad no desire to occupy so much | destroyed by the intlux of earlier fruits and
his point, nor should I have done | by the surplus of the United States—they,
hon. gentleman had not inter-|like many of the party to which they
belong, as soon as an election arose, showed
their appreciation by voting against the
gentleman who had been successful in hav-
ing their request complied with. He might
also have told the people that after they
Hon. My, BOWELL-—The hon. gentle-' had lost the means by which they carried
man says there is plenty of time. With your ! many constituencies in the general election,
Permission, then, I will occupy it. Perhaps, the people, in the by-elections not only
I the hon. leader of the Opposition continues | reaflirmed the confidence which they had in

'S interruptions when 1 do not say that | the Government of the day and in its policy,
which strictly merits his approval, I shall|but they returned, after a number of Liberal
0Ccupy more time than I had intended. I members had been unseated, a sufficient

Hon. Mr. POWER. —There is plenty of
. tlme .

listened to the speech of the hon. gentleman
{esterday for three-quarters of an hour, and
utto ot think T felt any more pleased at his
erances than he is just now at mine, but
 ad sufficient courtesy not to interrupt
r;m Or interfere with the course of his
belfaléks;.reserving to myself, as a mem-
by tl? this House, the right to reply if not
manr? Same spirit, at least in as forcible a
tlem er as I could command. The hon. gen-
defpaél rather ungraciously referred to the
o of my hon. friend from Welland, and
Eﬂve thap as evidence of the fact that the
sl?f,alldpohcy of the country was not what it
h uld be. If he had been as fair as T think
¢ should have been, he wouid have told this
. Ouse the means by which that hon. gentle-
180 was defeated. He might have informed
e House that the gentleman who defeated
m had been disqualified by the courts of
f(:i country for seven long years, not only
ow the bribery of his friends, but for his
. 0 personal bribery ; and that he carried
1S case to the Supreme Court-—the highest
¢ourt in the Dominion of Canada—where
€ decision of the lower courts was con-
tmed. Those “human devices” which the
oh. gentleman knows so well are used by
1S party in elections were the principal
I\n);' ans by which the hon. gentleman from
elland was defeated. I know also from the
Position that I held at the time, that of
nister of Customs, that large petitions
'O.Oded _the department asking for the
éimposition of the duties upon fruit and
the products of that particular section of
Canada, and when they were reimposed in
:’ﬁc"rd“nce with their wishes—believing as
e Government did at the time that it was

i

number to the Commons of Canada to give the
Government as they have to-day, a majority
of 70 instead of 29 or 30 at the termination
[of the general elections. Does the hon. gen-
tleman desire figures in order to show that
the statements I make are correct ¢ If he
does he will find the Conservative majorities
have been increased in the by-elections, as
the following statement shows :—

1891 1892.
North Lanark............ 301 431
Glengarry........... ... 321 374
Laval, Que............... 53¢  Accl
Halton................... 104 144
East Middlesex. . 154 483
South Victoria. ... . 25 251
Prince Edward............ 39 7 212
East Elgin............... 46 598
Quebec West............. 53 389
Two Mountains. .......... 287 555
Richmond, N.S........... 102 310
Montealm................. 170 330
Brome. .....:............ 1 Accl

The above are a few of the constituencies
which the Conservatives held,and the follow-
ing seats were won from the Liberals, and
the figures show the revulsion of feeling on
the part of the electorate :

arit Con.

maj. mayj.

1891. 1892.
Lennox..... «........... 57 31
East Bruce............... 13
North Vicgoria. ... 240
Soulanges....... 118
Vaudreuil......... 35
South Perth.............. 18
Montmorency............. 50  Accl.
East Hastings . .......... 54 423
South Ontario ............ 33 157
East Simcoe............ .. 207 15
West Haron.............. 79 25-
Monck ........... ...... 260 327
West Northumberland.., .. 37 55
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Is this not evidence that after mature
deliberation, after a calm consideration of
what is called the national policy and the
action of the Government in the past, in
reference to the whole policy of this coun-
_try, the people of Canada not only reaffirmed
the opinions which they had formerly ex-
pressed, but increased their majorities in
every single constituency ? Soulanges, which
had formerly a Liberal majority of 39, was
subsequently tarried by the Conservatives by
118.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Carried by the
canal.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-—Carried by the
votes of the people. My hen. friend sug-
gests that it was carried by the canal
There is no water in the canal yet, so that
it could not carry anything, as it is not navig-
able. I hope it may be at no very distant
date when that canal will bein such a shape
as to place us in precisely the position that
the leader of the Opposition intimated to the
House that we had very improperly told the
people of the United States we wanted to
be totally independent of them.

The hon. gentleman referred to the ques-
tion of the exodus in this country, and he
told us that there must be something appal-
ling in the policy of the Government. He
said that the people were fleeing away from
the country as if from a plague. I think
there is an explanation why the hon. gentle-
man’s party occupy the ground they do
to-day in this country——that is, the hopeless
minority in which they are placed. The
people have been led to believe, by just such
speeches as were made in the Senate yester-
day by the hon. member, and such as perhaps
we may hear again, not only in Ontario but
in other sections of the Dominion, that the
country was going to decay and ruin ; while
the plague from which they really flew was
such utterances as the hon. gentleman
addressed to us yesterday.

tleman also drew a comparison between the |

progress made by the state of Michigan and
the state of Washington, and our own coun-
try. It was convenient to him to refer
almost exclusively to those two states of the
Union as against the Dominion.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-—Michigan as against
British Columbia.

The hon. gen- |

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—A very pertinent
question was asked by the hon. gentleman
on my left, when he asked the hon. member
to compare other sections of ,the United
States with adjoining parts of Canada.
That, however, was not convenient to the
hon. gentleman opposite, and consequently
he slid away to the Pacific coast and com-
pared Washington with British Columbia.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—T compared Dakota .
with Manitoba.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-—And Dakota also,
from which territory, I am very glad to know,
thousands who have been misled in the past
by just such utterances as we have heard
here are flocking back into our own country,
into the North-west and Manitoba, as rapidly
as they can. In connection with this I am
reminded of a statement which I have in my
hand, obtained from the Minister of Interior,
in which he gives the figures showing
| that during the past year over 14,000 have
‘i gone into the North-west and Manitoba, and
'a large proportion of these have been people
| who were misled by the utterances of cer-
tain parties in this country to move to Dakota
and who are now gladto get back intoCanada,
where they can live and prosper better than
in the United States. Had the hon. gentle-
man referred to Maine, Vermont and a
rumber of other states

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.—And Massachusetts.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—If he had com-
pared those states with Canada the figures
would not have been quite so suitable for his
purpose. American statistics prove beyond
a doubt that the depreciation of the value
of land, and the number of mortgages in
some of those eastern states are much
E greater than in Canada. The mortgage in-
:debtedness is much greater than in any
iportion of Canada. This is proved by
the late census beyond a peradventure.
| They have steadily decreased in population,

‘while the province of Quebec, which has
been looked upon as a standstill province,
has rapidly increased, and if hon. gentlemen -
want a few facts inconnection with this state-
ment, I will give them. I find by some fig-
ures which have been placed in my hands
that the decrease in the rural sections of those
eastern statesis about asfollows—1I am speak-
ing now of the census of 1892. Here 1s the
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result of the census in the following states
and ryurg] districts :

Coun-
Rural ties.
—_— Decrease Increase. | Decr’se.
1892.
Mﬂ-j}sachusetts .. 67,084
Maine 19,486  |.......... 7
P ;:.W York State! 146,963 20,271 |- ... ... 21
Dl ... 21,206 ... ... 28
nows, .., 12,000 ... 30
ermont, ., | 12,264 8
Maryland. .. 17,00 | . 9
hode Teland.. |, /" ... ... 248
ydiana. T 31,216 | 25
Toichigan, T 187,260 15
Towa.’ ' | = ’ 27
11
27
22
17
16
35
|

Hon. My, SCOTT-—They move from one
part of the country to another. I did not
8ve the exodus from the rural parts. I
‘82Ve it from the whole territory. The hon.
8entleman is misrepresenting me.

Hon, My. BOWELL—I object to being

#cused of pursuing the line of argument
Which wag adopted by the hon. gentleman
y eSt/EI‘day.

poon. Mr. SCOTT—I have misled no-

ody. T did not misquote them. The hon.
gentleman is quoting figures referring to the
rural parts and applying them in contradic-

tion of my statement relating to a whole
state,

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—Did I not tell the
Ouse what, was the character of the state-
Jent? T am inclined to think hon. gentle-
men of this House are just as capable of
understanding me as the hon. gentleman
OPposite, and if I make any improper
uctions from his remarks they will be

Able to appreciate them. Passing from these
vastern states to Washington Territory, the
On. gentleman’s arguments or statements
Were as delusive as were the arguments
W}.“(’h he applied to the eastern states ; for
Bl.s.rea'soll—wben he told the House that
ritish Columbia had been settled for a
Eumber of years, every man in this House
knows, every schoolboy in the country
nows, that for years and years, for scores

of years, that country was known to the
outside world merely as a fur country, occu-
pied by the Hudson Bay Company ; and sub-
sequently, after the discovery of gold, by
a mining populaticn. Every one knows
that it was in such a geographical position
that it was impossible to reach it except by
the overland route or by Cape Horn and the
Pacific in less than five or six months’ travel.
Does the House need to be told this? Yet
we are told that the state of Washington,
lying to the south of it, in close proximity
to Oregon and California, that had been
flooded with immigrants for years before, has
shown a greater increase than British Colum-
bia. It was just so in reference to Dakota,
Minnesota and Michigan, and many of those
states which had been accessible by railway
for tifteen years before there was any means
or possible way of reaching Manitoba, the
North-west country or British, Columbia,
except by the route indicated above, for
it is only within the last five or six years,
since the construction of the Canadian Pacific
Railway, that the great resources of those
countries are beginning to develop. I think
I may safely predict that in less than ten
years a marvellous increase, not only of the
population of this country but in the develop-
ment of the mineral resources of British
Columbia will have taken place, and I look
forward with pride, as a Canadian, to the
rapid development of that great west. We
know it would be in the same state of isola-
tion to-day that it was fifty years ago, if the
hon. gentleman who leads the Opposition in
this House and his followers had been con-
ducting the Government of this country.
Why, the great Canadian Pacific Railway
would never have bheen constructed. We
have been condemned for the manner in
which we prosecuted that project, but the
time has arrived when in this, as in other
matters, we find that gentlemen who formerly
opposed the expenditure in connection with
that great enterprise, and who prédicted the
destruction of the credit of this country, are
now most ardent admirers of it, for reasons
best known to themselves. T believe the
same result will flow from the comple-
tion of our great canal system that has
followed from the construction of that and
other railways which are developing the
resources of this country at a rate of which
every Canadian ought to be, if he is not,
proud. In addition to that, the hon. gentle-
man, with a fairness which he has accused
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me of not possessing, referred to the Trade
and Navigation Returns as evidence of the
exodus from this country of its inhabitants.
He turned to the return with a great deal of
gusto—I do not use that word disrespectfully
—with a good deal of pleasure, and he pointed

out that in the articles of export there were

settlers’ effects to the amount of over a
million dollars ; from that fact he drew
a most doleful picture of the condition of
the country. He told the House that there
was #1,110,854 worth of household effects
exported during the last year. The moving
backwards and forwards to all sections of the
country has been going on continuously ever
since I was a boy, and as long as the Anglo-
Saxon race exists that will continue. Look
at the present moment at the islands in the
Pacific Ocean. Who are the people that are
developing the resources of those islands?
Who is governing them ? The people of the
United States and the people of our own
Canada. The watchword has been, and will
continue to be, “westward,” and if you
apply the same argument and the same logic,
if T may misapply the word in connection

household effects for the same year amounted
to $1,651,972, so that in this particular,
small though it may be, it is another evi-
dence—I will not say of a desire, but an
evidence—-of the manner in which the people
of Canada are misled in reference to almost
every matter affecting the country. Having
dealt with this horrid exodus and the plague
which exists in this country in the way of
our state policy, the hon. gentleman drifted
into the Trade and Navigation Returns and
attempted to draw conclusions from them
which very few will be enabled to draw
from the facts and figures there pre-
sented. The hon. gentleman took the Trade
and Navigation Returns and holding them up
to the gaze of the members of the Senate
read the figures for two or three years, pick-
ing out one year here and another year there,
and then saying, “see what was done during
these periods.” T have noticed in almost
all discussions upon the same question that
thosewhooppose thepresent policy donot take
the average of any four or five years and see
what the result was. If you take these
very years to which the hon. gentleman

with statements of this kind, that has been |from Ottawa refers, you will find that in
used in explanation of the exodus from '1874-—and that is when the hon. gentleman
Canada, you would have emptied the United | had the honour of being one of the advisers
States. I might call the hon. gentleman’s of Her Majesty in this country—the total
attention to page 332 of the imports and he | exports amounted to $89,351,927 ; but
will find that in this, as in all the other when they left office in 18791 am taking
branches of trade—if I may call such exports | the year after the hon. gentleman and his
and imports a branch of trade—that the |party assumed the control of affairs in this
household effects which were imported into ‘ country, and the year after they left office,
Canada last year exceeded the exports by because the policy of the present Govern-
nearly half a million dollars. T have no doubt | ment could not by any possibility have had
that was a matter of very great regret to. any effect at all until about 1880, 1881 and

the hon. gentleman.
Hon. Mr. SCOTT-—No.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL —Well, if it were
not a matter of regret why did he not tell
the House that while they had been export-
ing household effects which represented, as
he says, an exodus of the people from this
country, that the importation by immigrants
coming into Canada was much greater than
the exports ? If he desired to be fair—if he
did not desire to misrepresent—if he did not
desire to lead the people of this country to
believe that the policy of the Government
was to drive all the people out of the coun-
try, he wounld have told them this side of the
question as well as the other one. From the
United States alone, the importation of

{1882 ; hence I take the year 1879. When
this party left office the total exports had
I fallen to $71,491,000, a decline of no less
"than $17,860,703 ; yet the hon. gentleman
 tells us that if another policy had been pur-
'sued the exports and imports of this coun-
i try would have been much greater than they
‘were in 1892. How was it with the impor-
tations? When the hon. gentleman and
his party assumed office the importations
were $128,213,582. When they left they
had dropped to $81,964,427, a falling off to
the extent of $46,249,155 within those five.
years of Liberal rule, with that policy
that they are now holding out to the
gaze of the rising generation of Canada,
in full force. Compare it with the
present year, and take the whole aggre-
gate of trade, and we find that while
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they held office the aggregate during
that period was $217,565,5610. When
they left office the aggregate was $153,455,-
82, a falling off to the extent of $64,109,-
28 5 so that you may take the whole trade
of the country and you will find that the
Statements I have made will bear out all and
more than we have claimed, and more than
the party to which I belong have claimed for
1. Look at the trade so far as it affects the
Arming industry—represented by a large
class of people who have been lately taken
under the special careand guardianshipof cer-
tain hon, gentlemen—and what does it show?
€ exportation of farm products to Great
Britain in 1891 was $24,264,272 and last
yea}- it amounted to no less than $36,091,589,
a0 increase of $11,827,367. It is true that
the hon. the leader of the Opposition yester-
day stated, when he referred to the increase
of trade last year, that it was the result of
the large output of the North-west and the
A'ming community. If the farming com-
Munity in this country has so progressed in
€ production of cereals, animals and other
Products of the farm that they had nearly
twelve millions more to export in 1892 than
€ year before, it certainly is not an evi-
dence of their deterioration either in skill nor
Industry, or that they are becoming poorer
under the fiscal policy of this Government. It
18 an evidence of this, however, that they are
8rowing in wealth. In the aggregate they
are better off than they were before. There
may be jsolated cases, there may be certain
Sections of the country, and we all know

%, in which the' farming community like
Others are not as well off as they
should be, but it has led intelligent

armers in the country to the conclusion
8t they must change their agricultural
methods to meet altered conditions. I re-
Mmember when the treaty of 1854 was abro-
8ated, in my own section of the country
Whenever you saw a Yankee drover, as we
ealled them, coming into the district to buy
© settlers’ cattle, the farmers were glad to
take $10, 815, or 820 per head for their
stock, and if they got $25 for a cow they
t ought they were rich. At that time the
armers were devoting their whole time and
energies to the growing of coarse grains
Tch found a market in the United States.
en that market ceased, they turned their
attention to other branches of farming. I
8€e an hon. gentleman opposite tome who whs
one of the first to visit the United States

and study their dairying. industries and the
mode and manner in which they were car-
ried on, and he came back to his county
and established the first cheese factory in
the eastern section of our country. The re-
sult is to-day that the farmers have turned
their attention to dairying and stock raising,
instead of to growing coarse grains. I refer
particularly to the hon. Senator from Quinté
(Mr. Read) and to the county of Hastings.
We have now over forty cheese factories in
that district, and they are beginning to
establish creameries under instructions from
the Experimental Farm—over which my
hon. friend to my right (Mr. Angers) pre-
sides. I look forward to the time, at no very
distant day, when our butter will occupy as
prominent and profitable a position in the
English market, as the cheese does to-day.
We exported last year cheese to the amount
of $11,000,000. It may not be grati-
fying to the gentlemen who desire com-
mercial union, continental union, or un-
restricted reciprocity — which that able
but erratic writer, Mr. Goldwin Smith,
says, mean one and the same thing—
to know that the McKinley Bill, instead of
destroying the trade of thiscountry, has only
divertedit from the United States to England.
The Tradeand Navigation Returns show that
while our trade with the United States is
falling off through the operation of their
policy, it is increasing with England. Our
neighbours are cutting off their own noses to
spite us. The export of the products of the
farm to the United Statesin 1891 was $10,-
188,760, being $14,075,462 less than to Great
Britain ; while last year it had fallen through
the operation of their own tariff,and from the
fact that there is a better market in England
than there is in the United States, to $7,235,-
012; and I am convinced, from a careful
study of this question and from practical
experience of the tariff during the period I
have held a position in the Government of
Canada, that the whole trade of this country
is gradually going to England and to Europe,
where we find the consumer, rather than
passing through the United States, where
our products are purchased by the mid-
dleman, who exacts his profit and then
sends the goods on to England. It is
nonsense to suppose that a country that
exports as does the United States is our best
market. Take the articles of ham and pork
as an illustration. I have the President’s
message in my hands stating the figures.
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In one month alone, last year, they
exported over 94 millions of pounds of the pro-
ducts of thehogtothe European markets. Yet
we are told that we ought to take the duty

unrestricted reciprocity, and that it would
havetheeffectof providing aprofitablemarket
for exporters from Canada. That may be so,
but I am unable to draw any such conclusion
from the facts as they exist. This trade ques-

tion, I admit, is one that is very prolitic of

argument. I might occupy your time for
hours in discussing it. It is worth studying,
and while T ask the forgiveness of the
House for referring to it at the length I
have done, I may explain that I should not
have done so, had it not been for the remarks
of the hon. gentleman opposite yesterday.
Departing a little from the line of argument
which I have just been following, if you
will examine the following table showing the
aggregate trade with Great Britain and
United States for the last five years, you

are absolutely warranted by the figures :—

With With

(ireat Britain. United States.
1888........% 79,383,745 91,053,913
1889........ 80,422,515 94,059,844
1890........ 91,743,935 92,814,783
1891........ 91,328,384 94,824,352
1892........ 106,254,984 92,125,599

Last year, the tide was taking a turn and
our trade with Great Britain exceeded our
trade with the United States by over four-
teen millions. I know it has been said that
this is not a matter for congratulation, that

*if the farmers had the nearer market which
some are clamouring for, the trade would
not be flowing to England, but would be
going across the border. I admit that that
may be so to a certain extent, but if it
were so, the protit derived by those who are
exporting to a foreign country would not be
80 great as it is to-day, from the simple reason
that our products would be purchased by
middlemen in the United States, either for
purposes of exportation or to take the place
of products of the United States which had
been exported; consequently, the pur-
chaser in this country would be minus just
the difference between that which he would
receive from the middleman, and that which
he would receive from the consumer himseif.
Thehon. gentleman said also, that we had not
progressed in our exports or in our imports
as was indicated and claimed by the party

. more than the year before.

'that quantity of these materials in the raw
will find that the conclusions I have indicated |
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in power, that is to an extent which added
to the material prosperity of the country.
If he will look at the mining industry,

' although that is comparatively in its infancy,
off pork from the United States by means of |

he will find that we exported lastyear 137,934
tons of coal in excess of the year before. We
exported 9,880,975 pounds of nickel, the pro-
duct of the mines of the northern section of
the country, more than was exported the
year before. That industry is just beginning
to develop, and I hope that at no very dis-
tant day, instead of exporting the matte, or
ore, from this country, we shall have indus-
tries established and factories in operation,
s0 as to produce the pure article, and not
enrich the United States by the cost of the
labour employed in bringing the metal to
a perfect state. If you will look at the im-
portation of raw materials, you will find the
same result. We imported of cotton, tobacco
leaf, raw silk and wool, 2,068,985 pounds
If we imported

state more than we imported during the
previous year, it is an evidence that the in-
dustries in this country are increasing their
output to that extent precisely, and if the
industries are increased to that extent in the
use of that enormous quantity of raw mnate-
rial, then the labour, in order to manufacture
the articles, must be greater, and wages be
better than the year before; and so on in
almost every vocation of life. Referring
again to the amount of exportation, we ex-
ported last year leather goods, ships, cottons;
implements and carriages (this does not
include the settlers’ effects to which the hon.
gentleman referred yesterday) $732,494
worth more than we did the year before.
In addition to this, as the speech refers to
the continued progress of the country, I will
offer a few figures as to what the result of
the last six months has been, the six months
ending on the 31st December last. During
the six months ending on the 3lst
December, 1891, the imports amounted to
$59,615,848 and during the last six months
of 1892 they had risen to $60,322,000.
The exports for the last six months of the
year 1891 were $71,738,049, and for the
last six months of the calendar year which
has just ended, they were $74,256,707. The
increase in the imports was $506,875 ; and
it is a gratifying fact that the exports of
this country, of all classes of goods, increased
during that six months (and were by far
the largest exportation during any corres-
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ponding period in former years) by %2,518,-
0658, so that there is every probability that
at the end of this year we will show a much
larger export trade, as well as a much larger
aggregate trade, than that for the year end-
Ing the 30th June, 1892. The most grati-
fying 'fact of all is that these exportations
are principally the products of the farm, the
orest and the mine. My hon. friend men-
toned the question of cheese and butter.
There was exported for the year ending
30th June, 1892, from the United States of
the product of the dairy (which includes
cheese and butter, and to the latter of which
we .have not devoted our attention at all
until of late) $11,038,884. I may mention
that this has added to it oleomargarine,
Which should not be included in the pro-
ducts of the dairy, and therefore, Canada
stands pre-eminently in a better position in

that respect. We exported of the products;

of the dairy in the same year $12,708,470,
Showing that in the last decade—not alto-
8ether within the last decade, but certainly
Since the repeal of the old reciprocity treaty
——We have changed our position in Canada
rom being importers of these articles to a
large extent from England and the United
tates to being larger exporters of dairy
Products than the whole 65,000,000 of peo-
Ple in the neighbouring country. With
9,000,000 of a population, we send more

d&il‘y products out of Canada to the English |

market than our neighbours do from the
Whole of the United States.

Hon. Mr. READ—I may say that we

are only just commencing.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—I quite concur in
th,e opinion of the hon. member from Quinté.
‘e are only just commencing. The indus-
try is just in its infancy, and. I look forward

a period at no very distant day when the
Product of the creameries of my own province
and the other provinces in this Dominion
Will quite equal that of cheese. There is no
Teason why it should not do so, and the
trade will increase. People will ask: *Oh,
where can you dispose of the vast quantities
that you are producing?” In reply, T.ook
at the trade returns of England and see

€ amount of money paid for these two
articles every year, and you will find that
the market within the bounds of thoselittle
lslg.nds of Great Britain and Ireland will be
quite sufficient to absorb all that Canada

and the United States can produce for the
next twenty-five years.

We have heard a very great deal of the
change of the features of trade in this country
with the United States. We have been told
that we have been legislating against the
interests of the mother land, that our whole
policy was a discrimination against England
and in favour of the country to the south of
us. Do the facts and figures prove these
statements? I have an interesting table be-
fore me, running down from 1868 to 1892,
showing the percentages of the trade of
| Canada which went to Great Britain and
the United States respectively. It isas fol-
lows :—

EXPORTS OF PRODUCTS OF THE FARM.

Per cent exported to Per cept exported to

! United States. Gréat Britain. .
1868........ 60°36 34-31
1869........ 6770 33-23
1870........ 5800 3767
1871........ 5882 3600
1872........ 5412 40-36
1873. 44-46 -50-28
1874........ 42°16 5358
1875........ 4372 56-03
1876........ 4788 4685
1877 ....... 43-69 5107
1878........ 3578 5978
1879........ 3891 5683
1880........ 3534 59-54
1881........ 37°90 5822
1882........ 48°11 47776
1883........ 4300 . 52-43
1884........ 3902 5700
1885........ 3809 5891
1886........ 39-01 56°76
1887 ........ 3542 5979
1888........ 4458 5195
1889........ 4358 5334
1890........ 36-50 6008
1891........ 29-28 66-21
1892, ....... 1678 7728

I am sure that everybody who will take the
trouble to read these figures and study them
will come to the conclusion that England is

| the natural market for the products of this

country, and as our people begin to under-
stand it—the change is taking place so
rapidly that people can scarcely apprehend
the fact—they will adjust themselves to the
new conditions of trade. These figures show
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the indisputable fact—say what you will of
the McKinley Act—thatif its operation has
been injurious to any class, it has been to the
interests of the people of the United States
themselves and not to the people of Canada.
I repeat, our trade being direct with England,
instead of through the United States, gives
the best possible evidence that we are reap- |
ing a great benefit financially and pecuniarily
from the operation of the McKinley Act, to
the loss and detriment of the people engaged
in trade in the United States. If this is
satisfactory to the people of that country,
we certainly can have no cause to complain.

Hon: Mr. BOULTON—That is the differ-
ence between free trade and protection.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-—Precisely, so far as
affects the United States, but not in the sense
in which the hon. gentleman intended to
applyit. I probably may have something to
say at some future time with regard to this
question of free trade versus protection. We
have it constantly stated that our policy
taxes the importations from England at a
much greater percentage than the goods we
import from the {/nited States, and that
therefore we are discriminating against
England because weimport a greaterquantity
of English goods which pay a heavier percen
tage of duty than those which come from the
United States. Had any one of these gentle-
men, who have so freely and so often spoken
upon this point in connection with the trade
of the country, taken the trouble to cal-
culate the percentage of duties paid upon
goods imported from England in 1878 and
1892—the one being under what was termed
the revenue trade policy of the hon. gentle-
men opposite, and the other under the pro-
tective or National Policy of the present Gov-
ernment—they would have found that the
relative percentages are so nearly alike that
there is scarcely any appreciable difference
between them. I will give you the percent-
ages, that the electorate may know when they
hear this statement again that, even if the
hon. gentleman who leads the Opposition
should unfortunately for the country find his
way to the treasury benches and return
to the old policy and reduce the tariff to one
for revenue - purposes only, the same results
would follow that which flowed from their tariff
in 1878. I have had this calculation made very
closely and accurately. It is as follows:—
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‘When you consider this important fact in
connection with our importations from Great
Britain and the United States you will find
the statement of the opponents of our trade
policy,sofar as its affects British trade unfair.
If you consult the Trade and Navigation
Returns you will find that a large proportion
of the duties paid on articles coming from
England are collected on wines, liquors, silk
and other luxuries which are used by the
wealthier classes of the people. Take liquors
for instance, the duties imposed on them
averagefrom 100to 150 percent. Liquors come
principally from Great Britain, not from the
United States ; and if you deduct the duty
paid onsilks, satins, liquors and winesimported
from Great Britain, from the aggregate trade
of the countryyouwillfind that the percentage
would be lower upon the articles imported
from England than those upon goods from
the United States. Yet wehearthe statement
constantly made that we discriminate against
Great Britainand even seeitrepeatedinletters
published over their own names, in their
newspaper reports, and in their editorials on
the same subject, that we are discriminating
against Great Britain, from the fact that
taking the percentage based on the importa-
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thns from these two countries we collect more
on goods from England than on goods from the

/ll}ted States. I have shown that under
their own tariff and management the differ-
ence was about the same as it is at the present
time. Thave another table here which should
be placed before this country. We hear at
the present time a good deal about tariff
reform. We are told that, because a change
of political parties has taken place in the

nited States, therefore we must change
our whole policy —that they intend to reduce
their duties. T hope they may. I hope they
ay go so far as to place Canada towards
t!he‘ United States in precisely the same
Position that Canada occupied for years and
years to the United States. T should like
t em to reduce their tariff as low as ours was
Wwhile the hon. gentlemen opposite were in
Power and we keep our own where it is, or
Dearly so, that we might get into the United
States and flood their markets with the
Products of our industries as they used to
flood ours, When that time arrives I shall

10t only be glad to see it but hail with delight |

any change that they may make. If any
on. gentlemen will take the trouble to read
an article in the #orum for February written
Dy Mr. Wells, who is certainly a good author-
1ty upon matters of this kind, he will learn
that Mr. Wells points out that it is utterly
'mpossible for the United States to reduce its
tariff below 25 per cent, leaving aside such
articles of luxury as.liquors, tobaccos and
-articles of that kind. That is much higher
an our own, taking out these articles. Ours
Averages not more than seventeen and a half
Per cent. Now, has not the policy of the
Jovernment during the last ten years been
to reduce the taxation upon the people of this
country whenever an opportunity presented
tself and the revenues of the country
would justify it? When we came into
Power in 1878 we found deficits of
millions and millions year after year. These

‘

deficits had to be made up by borrowing
money from England, and we found that
the debt was increasing just in proportion to
the amount of each deficit, but just as soon
as a change of policy took place the revenue
began to rise, and just in proportion to the
increase of revenue the people were relieved
of such taxation as bore directly on the
masses ; so that tariff reform has been carried
on from the very moment that what is
termed the National Policy was adopted by
this country. I will show you the extent to
which that reduction has taken place, con-
fining myself, mark you, only to a very few
articles. When the Reform party came into
power in 1874 we found that in order to
raise money a great scheme was brought
forward by the Finance Minister of that time
—something I suppose which inust-have been
astounding to men like Gladstone, Disraeli,
and those who had dealt with finan-
cial problems in the old country. We
know-—those of us particularly who were
'in Parliament—that we first had a tariff
brought down, of an incongruous character,
which satisfied nobody. Then we had that
magnificent stratagem of raising the whole
tariff two and a half per cent, which was
certainly one of the most remarkable evi-
dences of statesmanship and financial ability
ever presented to the country. In addition
to that they placed a duty on tea, coffee and
other articles from which it had been removed
by the Government of Sir John Macdonald
previousto going out of power. Now, if
you take the duty on the articles of tea,
coffee, and tin, together with bill stamps
and newspaper postage, which have been
removed by the present Government, and
add to them what has been saved in the
way of taxes upon coal and sugar you would
be surprised at the amount of which the
people of this country have been relieved
gince 1883 to 1892 inclusive. The figures
are as follows :—
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Year. ! Tea. : Coffee. Coal. Tin. Sugar. E St?l‘xlnlps. ‘1:’;‘:&
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682,300 1 36 BTAR L
999,571 - 7 103,848 130,000 55,000
895,933 | 84,025 181,000 H8,000
1,032,040 | 91,402 182000 . 61,000
1,275,670 . 97,805 183,000 64,000
1,020,313 104,094 184,000 67,000
455,361 ! 106,967 185,000 70,000
951,417 115,038 | .. 186,000 73,000
1,004,149 . ' 120,671 |.... 187,000 | 76,000
978,077 60,642 699,533 116,049 188,000 : 79,000
.. 1,257,966 1 60,804 1 739,653 155,646 | 4,500,000 189,000 82,000
Total... ...... .. ...... 11,053,697 478,827 1 4,058,808 1,152,025 | 4,500,000 . 1,845,000 685,000

+ Making a total saving in these twelve years of $23,778,357.

In addition to the articles enumerated in the
table which T have just read, there are on
the free list to-day 113 articles more than
there were in 1878, when the National
Policy was first introduced, showing that
the Conservative party did not lose sight of
tariff reform, when such reform was neces-
sary in the interests of the people. I
notice that these gentlemen whenever they
talk to the people of the country make no
reference to the fact that in proportion to
the increase of the revenue the Government
have never lost sight of the important fact
that they should relieve the people of duties
upon articleswhich go into general consump-
tion, and which the poorest person in the
land has to buy, while keeping the duty as
high as it ever was upon such luxuries as
liquors, silks and other articles of a similar
kind. T have dealt with this question
of trade at sufficient length and shall now
confine myself to a few remarks in reference
to the criticism of the hon. gentleman upon
the canal tolls and the construction of the
Sault Ste. Marie Canal. I was surprised—
well, hardly surprised—at the eulogy passed
by the hon. leader of the Opposition upon
President Harrison’s message to Congress
in reference to the imposition of canal tolls.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-—I passed no eulogy.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—Perhaps the hon.
gentleman would allow me to explain what
T considered was a eulogy.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I1 said that his pro-

clamation was copied from yours.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—That was & compli-
ment to us. The hon. gentleman said that

it was the most masterly piece of diplomacy
that he had ever read. Then he said that

it was an exact copy of the Canadian Order
in Council.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—T said it was on the

same lines.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—The hon. gentle-
man paid us the compliment of saying that
it was a masterly piece of diplomacy, and
that it was on the same lines as the Cana-
dian Order in Council, but if he had studied
the question, and he will permit me to say
so very vespectfully, he would have learned
that it was not on the same lines as the
Order in Council issued in Canada, and that
its provisions are not the same as ours, for
it applies to all vessels passing through the
Sault Canal bringing articles to any port in
Canada, no matter for what purpose. There
is no such regulation and no such provision
in the Order in Council passed by the Gov-
ernment of Canada, and if the hon. gentle-
man had referred to the report made by the
Interstate Committee, or committee of the
House of Representatives or of the Senate
(I am not sure which), on the trade relations
between Canada and the United States, he
would have learned that that report states
distinctly and positively that the 27th clause
of the Washington Treaty was repealed by
the Government of the United States when
they repealed the other clauses of the treaty ;
and consequently, no matter what we may
have done in reference to the canals, 1t
was not an infringement -of the provi-
sions of a treaty which had no existence,
according to the report of that committee.
I can tell the hon. gentleman further, that
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if he has not read it, he ought to have read
1t before he came to a conclusion—and should
study it before he attempts again to lecture
an intelligent body like this, and the
people of this country—that the most emi-
nent members of the bar in the United States
ave given the same opinion and I know
that some of the most prominent members of
the bar in this country hold the same
OPmion in reference to the.repeal of that
Section of the treaty. I am not speaking my
OWn individual opinions. In the negotiations
With the late' Mr. Blaine and Mr. Foster,
the present Secretary of State, I read that
veport to them and stated that if the opinions
expressed by the gentlemen who composed
tl‘aﬁ committee—and they were the most
éminent men representing these bodies in
t.‘l’e United States—were correet, the United
tates Government had no right to find fault
Wwith anything we might do in reference to
the Mmanagement of the tolls of our canals.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—1 have never heard
before that this Government supposed that
the clauses had been repealed.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—There are a great
Many things the hon. gentleman, I was con-
Vinced from thespeech that hemade yesterday,
had not read and does not know. I am tell-
Ing the hon. gentleman the views taken on
the subject in the United States, and I am
telling this House the views that are enter-
tained by eminent legal gentlemen in this
country. It is true, we have not actedonthat
View, but I say that if leading statesmen in
the United Stateshold that viewon this parti-
cular question—they have no right to find
fault with any action that we might take,
even if we were to shut up the canals. That
Same report used this language, as near as I
€an recall it—that they were using Canada’s
Canals at the sufferance of the Government
of Canada. It is not our policy, it was not
our desire to deprive the United States of
the use of these canals. We are not obli-
Vlous of the fact that we have interests at
Stake just as great as they have; nor are
;ve forgetful of the advantages that accrue

Tom the use of all these canals on terms of
€quality, both by the United States and by
Canada. The hon. gentleman, unintention-
ally, I think, misled the House,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT__N. o, I did not mislead
he House,

3%

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—That infers that
the hon. gentleman knows what impression
was left upon the minds of the members of
the House, when he made his speech. He
may be a clairvoyant for aught I know, and
able to read the minds of others, and thereby
know the views and sentiments held by each
member of the Senate, but I repeat the im-
pression left on this House, I will not say
that it was left on the House, because I think
the Housetoo intelligent—but the impression
attempted to be left was that we gave no
rebateupon American vessels passing through
the canals discharging at Ogdensburgh, while
a Canadian vessel did get the rebate, even if
she discharged her cargo there.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I made my remarks

as clear as possible.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL--The impression
was left on the minds of members as I have
indicated. What are the facts? If an Ameri-
can vessel passed through the Welland Canal
and goes direct to Montreal with her cargo,
even though she discharges or tranships it at
Kingston, and that cargo is exported from
Canada, she receives the eighteen cents
rebate.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I stated so positively

over and over again.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—That may have
been the intention of the hon. gentleman,
but I repeat it, a different impression was
left on the House,and I am stating what
that impression was. ’

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The hon. gentleman
must not misrepresent me. I am not accus-
tomed to being misrepresented in the manner
in which the hon. gentleman has tried over
and over to do it to-day.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—T have no desire to
misrepresent the hon. gentleman. I am not
doing it intentionally. I appeal to the judg-
ment of this House as to whether I am mis-
representing him by what I have said. 'If
the House says that I have misrepresented
him in any particular, I shallreadily apologize
for having done so. It would be improper for
metodosounderanycircumstances,andpa.rtic-
ularly so now, this being the first opportunity
that Ibave had of addressing this honourable
body. I desire to place before the House and
the country the facts as they really exist :
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If a British vessel came through the Wel-

land Canal with a cargo of grain and took
it to Montreal for the purpose of export, a
rebate of 18 cents per ton was paid.
United States vessel came in the same way, |
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stuffs brought through the Canadian canals,
;and dlscha.rged in the mahner I have de-
'scribed. That is the policy that the hon.

If a x gentleman would like to have inaugurated in

i this country. Itis quite equal to the course

it was treated in exactly the same manner: they pursued in 1878, when the operation of

and received the same rebate. If a British |
vessel, after passing through the Welland
Canal with its cargo, transhipped it at King-
ston or any other Canadian port for export
at Montreal, a rebate was granted as before.
If a citizen of the United States treated his
cargo in the same manner he received the
same rebate. If a Canadian vessel discharged
its cargo short of Montreal, without tranship-
ment thereto, it paid the full toll of 20
cents; and a United States vessel tranship-
ping its cargo in the same way also paid the
full toll of 20 cents. If a British vessel
brought its cargo to a United States port,
east of the Welland Canal and transhipped
it to Montreal for export, it received no
rebate, but paid full toll; and a United
States vessel treating its cargo in the same
way paid the same full toll. Local Cana-
dian cargoes shipped from ports east of the
Welland Canal, for Montreal, paid full toll
on the St. Lawrence Canals; United States
cargoes shipped from points east of the Wel-
land Canal to Montreal,.paid the same tolls.
So that in all respects the same treatment was
given in the Canadian canals to United
States citizens as to subjects of Her Majesty.
The regulations that were passed and
adopted by the Government apply with the
same force to all vessels. We admitted in
our negotiations with Mr. Blaine, that it was
a diserimination against a route; and if it
were not so, what would be our position, or
what does the hon. gentleman desire that
this Government should do, or what would
he do if he were in power? If his views
were adopted,an American vessel which passes
through the Welland Canal, and proceeds
to Ogdensburgh and transhlps she would re-
ceive 18 cents rebate on each ton of her
cargo; but if a Canadian vessel passed through
the Welland Canal and proceeded to Pres-
cott, a Canadian port,oppositeOgdensburgh,
and unloaded her cargo of wheat, the ulti-
mate destination of which might be Ottawa
via the St. Lawrence and Ottawa Railway,
for the mills there, for consumptionin Canada,
she would pay the full amount of 20 cents
per ton ; so that there would be an actual
discrimination against every consumer in
Canada of 18 cents per ton on the bread-

| their tariff, and thelr whole policy, brought

the country to the verge of bankruptcy
and ruin. I have stated the position fully
which we hold in reference to the
canal question. The hon. gentleman said
that probably we would continue it next
year. T have no doubt that he reads the
newspapers and probably has seen the des-
patch which was published and sent to the
United States, stating that while we hold to
the right as Canadians to legislate upon this
question, in the lines that I have indicated
we have done, we do not propose to continue
it after this year, providing that they woulck
not impose a tax on vessels passing through
the Sault Canal. However, they did not
accept that as sufficient. On the contrary
they said that we promised them during the
negotiationlast February toremove that tax :
and here, again, I think the public men of
Canada have just cause to complain of the
action of those who are opposed to them
politically. 'Whenever the question of ver-
acity arises between American diplomats or
statesmen and ours, or whether it be an
American newspaper, it matters not how
high or low it may stand in public opinion,
they always give the preference to the
American version of the affair,and intimate,
as the hon. gentleman did yesterday, that the
statements made by Sir John Thompson, Mr.
Foster and myself were not correct, but
that the version given by Mr. Blaine and
Gen, Foster was the correct one, and that we
had not told the exact truth in the matter.
Fortunately, a despatch which was received
from General Foster, now Secretary of State
of United States, not ten days ago, sustains
the statements which we made on our return
to Canada, after our interviews. This dis-
patch verified every word we uttered in
reference to our mission. What we told
them in our negotiations was, that we would,
upon our return to Canada, consider the
question fully, with a view to removing, if it
were found to becontrary to the breaty stipu-

lations, any misconception that might have
arisen upon this question. That is what we
stated when we returned. The version:
given by Mr. Blaine and Mr. Foster was,
that we had promised to remove the discrimi-
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hation (as they termed it) in connection with
the canal tolls so far as transhipment at
Ogdenshurgh was concerned. What we did
State, and I repeat it here on my responsi-

llity as a minister of the Crown, apart
altogether from my own position, personally,
and in defence of my own and colleagues

i“’“om} that we made no such promise. I
iave in my hand an extract from
this despatch in which it is acknow-

ledged, unintentionally perhaps, that the
Statements which we made on our re-
turn were literally true. But General
Foster goes on to say that they, Mr. Blaine
and himself, drew certain inferences. I, nor
y colleagues are responsible for any in-
ferences that Mr. Blaine or Mr. Foster may
have drawn from any remarks we made on
that occasion. We are not in the habit of
€Xpressing our views in such a manner
48 to lead to any misapprehension. Mr.
Blaine paid me the compliment of say-
Ing: “You are an Englishman, and a
fl"’:nk man.” I admitted it. I was
heither ashamed that I was born in England
Nor of being frank and outspoken in any
Opinion that I had to express to him, or in
any other matters, particularly, where the
Interests of my country were at stake. I
added that I had been a resident of Canada
fol‘_ﬂbout sixty years and thought I might lay
claim to being a tolerably good Canadian by
this time. [ was surprised at the position
t"he hon. gentleman took in reference to the
S3"-}1t Canal. There was one remark he made
Which was true, and with which I am fully
Maccord. He said that the Government of
the day seemed to act with a good deal of
bravado, or words to that effect, and to boast
tl_\at they would be independent of the
United States. I hope I may live long
€nough to see the time—though I am now
pretty well advanced in years—when we will
* under no obligations to the United States
trade relations, or in anything else. Itis
Iy desire to have, if possible, the most
friendly relations with the United States
and all the rest of the world. It is my
desu:e to see free intercourse, as far asis
consistent with the protection of our own
Interests ; but I do not wish to be placed,
1or do I believe that any patriotic Canadian
Wishes to be placed in the position—if I may
Ese: the term—of playing secend fiddle to, or
eing dependent on, any foreign power in
order to get to market with the products of
our country. With respect to Mr. Blaine—

in

I speak respectfully of him, because our
intercourse with him was such as to make
me—while I differed materially and essen-
tially from the position he took—admire the
man for the frankness with which he gave
expression to his views. I like to discuss
questions with a man who speaks frankly -
and openly, and when he turned around
upon us and put almost the same question
that the hon. gentleman put in this House
yesterday-—* what do you want to go to the
expense of constructing that canal for?” I
simply replied, * to be independent of you,
Mr. Blaine. You forget, perhaps, that your
predecessor recommended to Congress the
adoption of a policy of non-intercourse
with this country. You may not bear in
mind, in all probability, what the effect
of non-intercourse would be. The only’
means we have of outlet at certain
seasons of the year for the products of our
great North-west, which are yearly swelling
by millions of bushels, is by the railway. We
are but five millions, and you are sixty-five
millions, and we cannot afford to be at your
mercy to shut any outlet we may have now,
or hereafter, in order to cripple the trade of
our country ; and by that threat of yours of
non-intercourse,you have put us to an expense
of over $3,000,000, but we have readily spent
it. Being an independent people, we pro-
pose to govern ourselves, amicably with you
if possible, but if not, we will do it alone.”
That is precisely our position. I must con-
fess that I was surprised to hear the leader
of a great party in this country give expres-
sion to a regret that we had spent money in
the construction of that canal. It was a
fatal mistake that was made by the late Sir
Francis Hincks (then Mr. Hincks), when
he did not seize the opportunity origi-
nally of having the canal built on the north
shore of the Sault instead of allowing the
Americans to build it. My hon. friend is
old enough toremember the discussions which
took placeat that time,butunfortunately,there
were politicians in that day who entertained
views similar to those held by some hon.
gentlemen at present, and they were willing
to sacrifice their own country and let the
Americans get control of the carrying trade
and the means of outlet and inlet of our great
North-west at the expense of their own
country. I was a young man at the time,
but I remember distinctly taking the same
view then that I do now—that a fatal mis-
take had been made. The hon. mover of the
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Address said we intended to havealock similar
to that of the United States. That was the
original intention, but after the death of our
lamented chief, a change was made in the
plans of that canal, when I visited the works
in company with my hon. friend on my lefi
(Hon. Mr. Smith), to whom I must give credit
for assisting materially in changing the plans.
Of course we did not view the situation from
an engineering stand-point, because neither
of us is an engineer, but we lay claim to that
quality which enables men to get through the
world successfully, the quality of common
sense. We found that the Americans were
building a lock 600 feet long, 100 feet wide
and twenty feet deep. It will be easily
understood that with a lock one hundred
feet wide, each halt gate must be in the
neighbourhood of sixty feet wide. The pres-
sure must be tremendous, and the ditliculties
in working the gates very great, hence we
came to the conclusion, after consulting our
engineer, that a lock sixty feet wide, nine
hundred feet long, and twenty feet deep,
would be much more practical and much
easier worked, than one of the dimensions
built by the United States; I am glad to
know that the engineers, who ought to have
better ideas on questions of this kind than
two laymen, approved of this; and when in
Washington we pointed this outtothe United
States people, that we would not only have
a canal better than theirs, which could be
worked easier and cheaper, but that it was to
be built on a plan which would enable us to |
duplicate it whenever the trade of thecountry
shallrequireit. Theentranceto the canal from
the Sault River is wide enough for two,
locks,and the north wall is beingso built as to
enable us to construct a similar lock to the
north of it, when vessels will be able to go
east and west without interruption of trade.
I say, with all respect, that any Canadian
who grudges the expenditure on that work
and thinks it unnecessary, in my opinion,
has very little regard for the greatness and
the future prosperity of his country. The
same remarks apply to the negotiations
with Newfoundland. The hon. gentleman
thought that Confederation was rounded off
sufficiently as it was, and that Newfound-
land ought not to be brought into the con-
federacy. I differ from him ¢n toto upon
that question. T look upon the isolation of
Newfoundland, in the present state of
affairs, as one of the most serious menaces to-

wards the peace and harmony of this coun-
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try, not only as regards the United States,
but with respect to other countries as well.
Every few months, or every few years, sume-
thing arises in which the people of Newfound-
land are deeply interested, and would like to
get a connection with the United States,
no matter at what expense to Canada,
thereby placing Canada and Canadian tish-
ermen at a disadvantage in the markets of
the world. Take the present Bond treaty
as an example, and what would its etfect
be? Every quintal of fish taken by New-
foundland fishermen would be relieved of
the tax of 75 cents imposed under the
United States tariff, while every quintal
caught by Canadian fishermen in the same
waters would be under the disadvantage of
paying a tax of 75 cents in the same market.
That is Mr. Bond’s interpretation of the
treaty. When the papers are laid before us
you will see that the Canadian delegates dis-
sented fromsuchan interpretation,and yet the
hon. gentleman says that he was opposed to
the policy of the Government last year, but
from patriotic motives did not so express
himself at the time, for fear he might be
accused of advocating a policy which would
be detrimental to Canada, or of interfering
with the negotiations then going on. The
hon. gentleman’s colleague in the lower
House-—the member for Bothwell—was not
so delicate. He laid down the broad prin-
ciple that it was an impertinent interference
on the part of Canada to protest against any
treaty being negotiated between Newfound-
land and the United States. The Govern-
ment saw the effect which the sanctioning
of that treaty by England would have upon
the fishing industries of our Atlantic sea-
coast, and it was the duty of the Canadian
Government, who were watching the inter-
ests of Canada on all points, whether in
minor details or in the case of .the great
fishing industries of the Atlantic seaboard,
to intervene and prevent the ratification of
such a treaty if possible; and I am glad to
say that they were successful in preventing
the ratification of a treaty which would have
been so disastrous to our fishing interests on
the Atlantic coast. I hope that at no very
distant day the people of Newfoundland will
see that it is to their interest to come within
this confederation, and I also hope the day
is not far distant when there shall not be
a single foot of British North America
that is not under control of the Domin-
ion. It may cost a little money, hut



the fact of ite costing a little more than
We would get directly in return, would be a
thousand times over compensated for by the
faCt.that we should remove all those diffi-
culties with the United States which are
constantly arising, as well as many other
Pel’.pl'exmg questions which now exist in the
Political arena. Another importantadvantage
Wouldbe this : It would enable us to negotiate
With still more force and powers with our
Deighbours across the border by having but
€ one interest, instead of two, to be repre-
Sented at the conferences. It would also re-
lieve the mother country from many of the
vexatious negotiaticns and much of the
trouble and annoyance which is given to her
Y the constant friction existing between
these two portions of her dominions. For
these and many other reasons, I favour
Union with Newfoundland. ~When the
Papers are laid upon the Table, hon. gentle-
en will have a better opportunity of learn-
D8 what position we took upon that and
Obher matters, more particularly upon the
question of union. I can only hope, and I
a8y it with all sincerity, that we may all
Ve t0 see that island a part of this great
confederacy, and that we shall go on pros-
Pering in the future as we have in the past.
ere is one other question to which I
desire to call the attention of the House.
he leader of the Opposition condemned the
Government for the position it has taken on
the question of wrecking salvages and tow-
Ing. It is true, an arrangement was entered
Into between the United States and Canada,
reciprocate in these matters, but it was to
confined, as the Canadian delegates under-
8tood it, to waters contiguous to the United
States, for Canadian vessels ; and to waters
contiguous to Canada for United vessels.
. Was never contemplated that this
Privilege should extend to the Welland
Canal.” The House will readily under-
Stand the position Canada would be in,
Were the privilege of wrecking extended
% the canals, An accident might
oceur to a United States vessel in the canal
?nd the owners might insist upon waiting
OF assistance until wrecking appliances
:ﬁ“ld be procured from Buffalo or Chicago,
" ereby- stopping the whole trade of the coun-
Y In order that the work might be given
{;’;ﬁ-ﬂ American company, which in all pro-
ility had aninterest in the vessel wrecked
T Injured. The correctness of the position
€ Government has taken does not admit of
R
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a doubt, and therefore, not debatable, except
for the unlaudable purposes of carping and
finding fault. To show the claim of the
United States Government is of no con-
sequence to those interested, I quote a short
extract from the ‘ Annual report of the
Board of Managers of the reorganized Lake
Carriers Association” of Cleveland, Ohio,
of January 2nd, 1893. These gentlemen,
among other things, say :—

As the benefits of reciprocity in wrecking
would largely fall to American vessel owners, and
further delay would be greatly to their disadvan-
tage, and as the privilege of carrying on American
wrecking operations in the Welland Canal is not
regarded as important, the Board of Managers
have receutly called the attention of the American
Department of State to this subject, to the end that
the American Act of Congress may, if necessary,
be amended at the present session by striking out
the reference therein to the W elland Canal, thus
making possible immediate prqclamation of reci-
procity in wrecking by the President of the United
Ntates. The Department of State is fully advised
of the importance of securing this aid for Aweri-
can wreckers and vessels owners, and we are satis-
fied that by the opening of navigation this privilege
so long sought will be an accomplished fact.

With these remarks, I leave the question for
he consideration of those who view ques-
tions of this kind from a Canadian, rather
than a party stand-point. I have just one
word to say in reference to this country and
its prosperous condition, and I will have
done. I must first apologize for occupying
your time so long. The hon. gentleman
drew a most painful picture of the state of
this country. Horror and dismay were
depicted in every sentence he uttered. Plague
and pestilence and war, and almost every-
thing that could devastate a country, must
have been paramount in his mind. I think,
T can give him a recipe for all the difficul-
ties, so far as he is concerned. If the people
would permit him to occupy my seat for a
few years, you would find he and his col-
leagues would begin to extol the country
and to affirm it to be the brightest gem in
the crown of Great Britain; and that it
is prosperous beyond any other country
Unfortunately, however,
for him and his co-workers, the people
of Canada have not sufficient confi-
dence in them to trust them with the
management of their affairs. TLet me
before closing observe that the hon. gen-
tleman called to his aid the statement of
Mr. Robert White, M.P.,in an article which
that gentleman published in the Lake Maga-
zine, on the canal tolls question, as an
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evidence that we must be wrong, because he |
(Mr. White) happened to differ from us on f
that one question. Perhaps the hon. gentle- |
man would permit me to call his attention |
to one or two utterances by representatives
of his own party on the condition of this’
country and I, on my part, would advise
those who have not read that paper of Mr.
White’s, to read it carefully. 1t is an able
document—though I do not agree with the
conclusions that he drew—and worthy of the
gentleman who wrote it. He has done in
that paper precisely what the hon. gentleman
did in addressing this House. He has for-
gotten to point out that in dealing with the
question of the rebate of tolls, the same rule
applied to Canadian ships as the United
States vessels. Perhaps the hon. gentleman
would accept, after his remarks to-day I do
not know .that he would, a short extract
from the Globe, written some time since, as a
fair statement of the condition of this coun-
try. As he has repudiated the Globe, I
read it for the benetit of those who put
more faith in its utterances than he does. A
short time ago that journal—and it is a very
able journal we all adwmit, although on most
questions fearfully wrong in its deductions,
though sometimes by accident it stumbles on
the truth—published an article on Canada’s
credit, in which it said :--

A very valuable table in the London Economist,
the compilation of which must have taken days of
somebody’s time, is devoted to showing the decline
of the yield to the investor from first-class secari-
ties during the last twenty years. Beginning with
consols, it shows that the income from £100 has
fallen from £3 4s. Gd. in 1869 to £2 18s 6d. in
1888. The fall in the yicld from other first-class
securities has been even more than proportionately

reat, and it is very satisfactory to note that the
%a.ll has been greatest of all in the yield from ('ana-
dian securities. In 1869 £100 of Canadian Gov-
ernment bonds yielded £5 7s. 9d. In 1888 £100
of Canadian securities yield only £3 8s. 6d.—a de-
cline of 37 per cent in the hurden of $100 of in-
debtedness upon the Canadian tax-payer—a boon
which the rapid increase of the debt, however, has
prevented the tax-payer from enjoying. Compared
with other British and Colonial stocks, the advance
in the credit of Canada has been most marked and
gratifying, as the following table will show :—

Annual yield per £100 from each security.

s preach despair to Canada.

1869. 1837. Decline.

£€s d  £os d £ s d.
Consols. . .... 3 4 6 218 6 6 0
India........ 317 O 359 11 3
Canada ...... 579 3 8 6 119 3
Cape......... 5 0 0 314 3 1 5 9
N.S. Wales.. 5 3 0 310 3 112 9
Victoria...... 5 00 3 9 3 110 9

Thus not only has the credit of Canada risen
more than that of any other colony or than that
even of England herself, but the credit of Canada
actually stands to-day on the British markets next
to that of India, which is to some extent guaranteed
by Britain.

In the face of such facts it is idle for any one to

The country is well
able to get along and with good government may
prosper exceedingly, even though the Commercial
Union agitation come to naught.
These are sentiments with which 1 fully con-
cur. It is also only a short time ago that
the hon. leader of the Liberal party in
Ontario wrote to Mr. Blake, a letter which
I commend to the serious consideration of
the hon. gentleman from Ottawa who leads
the Opposition in this House, and to those
who believe as he does. Mr. Mowat, refer-
ring to the condition of Canadians, spoke as
follows :—

It is quite certain that the farms of the United
States are heavily mortgaged, as well as Canadian
farms ; and we have no solid ground for assuming
that they are less heavily mortgaged than our own
farms. So our farmers as a c%ass. our mechanics
as a class, our labourers as a class, whatever the
reasons may be, are not less comfortable on the
whole than the farmers, mechanics and labourers
of the United States appear to be, though these
are harassed by no McKinley tariff, and by no like
obstruction to the dealing of the statés with one
another, Three years ago, Mr. Mowat also said :
A comparison of the statistics of both countries
for the past half century would show that the per-
centage of increase in every department was greater
in Canada than it is in the aggregate in the United
States, and as Canada has prospered in the past so
she would in the future.

With these sentiments the majority of the
people of Canada are in full accord as
evidenced by the votes that they have given
and the large majority which they have
placed at the back of the present Premier of
this country. I trust that whatever our
differences may be in reference to the trade
policy of Canada, we may act in harmony in
future for one great object—the progress and
prosperity of the Dominion ; and I have no
doubt, that if the whole of the people place
a little more faithin the country in which they
live, believe more in its resources, have less
to say about the greatness of the country to
the south or south-west of us, the better it
will be for Canada and its people asa whole,
and the greater will be the proportion of
progress in the country, until we may be, in
the future, as we have been looked upon in
the past, as the most prosperous 'and
powerful of all Her Majesty’s possessions.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I wish to join
with those who spoke so feelingly of the
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hon, gentlemen who have left us since we

met here last year, and to express my ex-
treme sorrow and regret that they should
have been removed by death, and that the
country should have been deprived of the
enetit of their valuable experience. Natur-
ally, the Senate is composed of a class of
Men who more or less every year will find
their ranks thinned ; but notwithstanding
that, the subject is one of regret that we
cannot all help uniting in. I regret also
the loss we have sustained in the resignation
of our late hon. leader, Mr. Abbott, through
declining health, who for so many years
143 sat at the head of this House and con-
ucted its affairs as its leader in a manner
that won the respect of this House. I
egret myself that on the general policy of

e Government I felt it my duty to disagree
With him on very many points, but not-
Wlthstanding that, I have the warmest
régard for him as a personal friend and
a5 a Canadian. I can also unite with

0se who have referred to His Excellency
and the probability of his departure from
anada hefore the next session of Parliament
Meets. T may say that it is an interesting
act to me that His Excellency and I com-
Menced life together in 1838, in the School
of Musketry at Hythe, when first we entered
the British service in our respective regi-
Ments.  Since I left the British service I
ave spent most of my -time in the back-
Woods of Canada, or upon the broad prairies
of the west, from whence 1 have been called
t aseat in this honourable House to par-
tlmpi’{te in and bring my practical experience
to assist in its deliberations. His Excellency
as been brought up in the great and wide
arena of Imperial politics, and we have the
Privilege and benefit of his experience and
ability  gained in that greatest of all
helfls of constitutional legislation, the Im-
Perial Parliament. We have the benefit of
18 experience and abilities as our consti-
tUt}OHul head, which forms also the consti-
tutional link hetween the mother country
and the Canadian people and the link thas
Buarantees our independence, that insures
l 18 Young country its protection. I trust that
'at link may never be broken, and that we
’enx“)' f.‘.]“'ays ha.ve_a. man of the ability and
cmli‘:ft‘}em{e of His Excellency to form that
an(; tl}:utlona,l link between the Crown
carme e ‘Cana.(.han people, and that he may
) Wwith him the practical experience
gained in our democratic field of polities for

!

the benefit of the British Empire at large.
We have had added to our House seven
new Senators, and I may say that I have
great pleasure in congratulating the Govern-
ment upon the selection of those gentlemen
who have been appointed to sit in this
House. They come from all parts of Canada
from Manitoba, New Brunswick, Ontario,
Quebec and Nova Scotia ; they are all
gathered here to bring the benefit of their
experience and assist the Government to
carry on its work successfully with that
mature experience which the years they
have attained enable them to give.

I do not know that I can congratulate
the Government upon its reconstruction. I
feel that we are to be congratulated in so
far as the Government has appointed two
such distinguished Canadians as the hon.
Minister of Commerce and the Minister of
Agriculture to sit in the House and become
part of the Senate. But 1 entertained the
hope that when a new departure was taken
in the reconstruction of the Government and
that when appointments were made similar
to that of the Under Secretaries in the Bri-
tish House of Commons, they might have felt
that it was advisable to increase the number
of the advisers of His Excellency from the
Senate and that they might at least choose
one gentleman from the Senate in the re-
construction of the Government. It is not
a high compliment to this House to realize
that there was apparently no one in it of
sutlicient weight and ability to become an
adviser of His Excellency, and that the Se-
nate. has got to be satistied with only two
members of the Cabinet and with our old
and valued-friend who sits there free of cost
to the country. The object, I believe, of ap-
pointing Under Secretaries in the British
Parliament is that ministers of the Crown
may sit in the Upper House, still leaving
a representative of every department  to
speak for the Government in either House ;
and I had hoped that the departure on the
lines they have taken was for the purpose
of increasing that representation in this
honourable House and thus raising its charac-
ter before the country ; for that reason I say
that T cannot congratulate the Government
upon its reconstruetion.

Now, hon. gentlemen, we have been dis-
cussing the Address that has been read to
us by His Excellency as a bill of fare to
digest and pronounce upon the policy of the
Government in the past and the prospects of
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the country in the future. We have had a,i
most interesting address from the mover and |
seconder. And I have great plea;ure my
welcoming them to this House and in con- |
«rratulatmg them upon the manner in which | I
they have addressed us and the ability and :
weight they possess. I feel, however, that‘
the hon gentleman who moved the Address |
and who is an old and experienc>d parlia-
mentarian, realized, when the duty fell upon
him to show how the country had prospered
and progressed under the policy of the
Government, that he had a very weak case on
hand to deal with. There is, I believe, an |
understanding among lawyers that when a
counsel has got a bad case, the best thing
for him to do in order to strengthen himself
is to abuse the plaintiff’s attorney. And in
the same way the hon. gentleman apparently
felt that as his case was such a weak one he
had to strengthen his position by adopting
the principle of the lawyers and abuse his
neighbours. The fact of the people of the
United States not being in a such a pros-
perous condition as the people of Canada 1
do not consider is a matter for discussion
here. Sofaras the prosperity of the United |
States or Canada is concerned I believe
myself that it can be measured by the dif-
ference of the high protective duties existing
between the two countries. I believe that
the tariff in the United States is something
like 45 or 50 per cent, while ours is 30 or 33
per cent ; to the extent of that difference in
the protective wall, T am willing to accord
the palm to Canada. But it is not a question
of comparative prosperity between the people
of the United States and the people of
Canada. With the resources that we have
at our disposal, with the intellectual and
physical ability and power of our people,
can we not be more prosperous than we
have been or than our census returns
show us to have been in the past ten
years ! Tt is to that we should confine
our deliberations rather than seek to
show that because we are more prosperous
than the people of the United States we
should, therefore, be satisfied. We should
never be satisfied until we have reached that
pitch of prosperity that our own intelligence
and physical power show us to be capable of.
The hon. leader of this House has found
fault with the hon. leader of the Opposition
for being pessimistic and for not being pre-
pared to accept statistics that are handed to
him for discussion. And he made use of
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words in the course of his remarks to the
effect that we should all be prepared to ac-
cept as facts, figures that are handed to us
thtough the census returns and through the
statistics of the country, as a basis fm dis-
cussion. I quite agree that in order to ap-
preciate the commercml position of an indi-
vidual or of a country we must look to our
book-keeping in order to guide us as to the
wisest course to pursue in our commercial
life, and as to what is necessary to rectify or
redress the profits or losses as they may oc-

'cur, but at the same time we want to realize

that that book-keeping is done with a de-
gree of intelligence and care that will give
us the facts as they are. It reminds me of a
story of a gentleman who was a rancher, like
our friend here (Mr. Cochrane), on the great
ranches of Montana. He had sold out his
large herd and retired with a very handsome
competence. He was asked by a friend how
he had been so successful and made such a
very large sum of money through his ranch.
Well, he said, I always kept my books very
carefully. I sold my herd through my books.
I was always careful to put down the per-
centage of loss, through storms, the percent-.
age of increase, the percentage of sales and
so on. I did not rely upon my cow-boys’
count—-T relied upon my books, and when I
sold them I disposed of them as they stood
through the books instead of on the prairies.
Well, Sir, that is ‘the class of book-keeping
that brought prosperity to him and enabled
him to retire with a handsome competence.
That is hard on the ranches, some one says.
Well, Sir, that is only an individual instance,
but it is an instance of how book-keeping
can be made to meet any exigency, and that
unless the balance sheet tallies with actual
facts the result will not be satisfactory to
one of the parties.

I do not wish to cast the slightest reflec-
tion upon the Government or to say that
they are wilfully misrepresenting the facts
in the census returns. But I do say there
is a good opening for the formation of a
Royal Statistical Society to assist in placing
the statistical returns of the country before
the people in an intelligent and accurate
manner. We cannot always rely upon blue
books and returns to arrive at accurate con-
clusions as to the condition of affairs exist-
ing in the country unless they are criticised
very closely from year to year. Now, hon.
gentlemen, the figures that have been put
into the hands of the leader of the Govern-
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Ment in regard to the census returns were

gven by him at a public meeting in Toronto,
and they were brought out again, I see,
Yesterday, by the mover of the Address in
Fh? House of Commons. In those statements
1t is set forth that there was an increase in
the operatives of manufactures of 112,000

ands during the past ten years. Now, Sirs,

am inclined to doubt the correctness of
these figures and I am inclined to think that
there is a mistake, not wilful but a mistake
Nevertheless. The census returns show that
g ere are engaged in fish curing and canning
29,000 operatives. I do not think these can

€ properly classified as manufactures, but
they are so classified. I have looked at the
Census returns for 1881 and cannot find that
these people were so included as among the
Manufacturing class, and unless it can be
8 Own that these appeared under some other

ading this would account for nearly
?O,OOO -of the 112,000 now appearing
In the census returns as an increase. In

€ same way in the present census returns,
14,646 establishments employing 51,494 ope-
fatives are classed as other industries not
®numerated. Tt is impossible for us from the
®ensus returns to tell what the occupationof
these 51,000 are and ‘whether they were
Teturned in the census of 1881 or not. You
Will observe that 51,000 in 14,646 establish-
Ments represent about four in each establish-

ent and, therefore, itmay bepresumed that |

€ industries are not of a very important
Nature, but whether important or not it is
quite possible that a very large number out
O_f these 51,000 may go to make up a falla-
<10us increase of 112,000 operatives that
have been pointed out to us as being an evi-
ence of the increase in the industries of the
People during the past ten years. We all
Tecollect, hon. gentlemen, that during the
Past ten years we were presented annually
With the return of the immigration coming
1t the country of the number of people
Ing added to the population. I accepted
hes? as facts. I thoroughly believed that the
su?:lonal Policy was accomplishing the re-
i that these returns would lead us to be-
ret,ve’ but, hon. gentlemen, when the census
Urns were brought down and presented
tha,:s and an accurateaccount made we found
i the returns given to us previously were
conc‘};ra:te and that we were not justified in
t Sidering or framing any measures upon
€ growth of the population asshown to us
uring that period. I merely mention these

facts in order to show you that the hon.
leader of the House must not find fault with
all of us if we do not accept asabsqlute facts
what the census returns have shown, because
I believe myself that we should always try
and ascertain the truth and the accuracy of
such statements by inquiry as to whether
the facts are as represented or not, or at
any rate they should be in such a form as
will enable us to aseertain, by comparison,
how far any variation has been made from
the usual course.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—I did not deal
with the census returns at all.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—No, Sir; it was
the hon. mover of the Address, but you told
us that we should accept as facts statistics
that are given to us,and I am merely giving
reasons why it is not always wise to accept
as absolute facts what is stated in the course
of argument, and I am showing where I
found a discrepancy,and a great discrepancy
too, as regards the increase of the number of
operatives in the country. I pointed out
that there were engaged in the fish canning
and curing,29,000 persons which were class-
ed as operatives in 1891, but which were
not so classed in 1881, and that there is an
item in the census returns of 51,000 opera-
tives engaged in 14,464 industries which are
returned as unenumerated,so that we cannot
tell what kind of establishment they ave work-
ingin. That is averylargenumber of men and
a very large number of industries, but we
cannot tell what they are working at, there-
fore it is open to doubt as to how far they
help to swell the number or whether the
same principle was adopted in getting out
the census returns for 1881 in regard to
those unenumerated industries.

An hon. MEMBER—Are they all in-
cluded in the 112,000 ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—Yes, they are all
included in the 112,000. Now, hon. gentle-
men, the increase in trade has been illustra-
ted to us by the exports and the imports
during the period for which the official re-
turns have been prepared, and they are de-
scribed as most gratifying. I do not know,
hon. gentlemen, if we inquire into the facts
of the case, so far as the exports and im-
ports are concerned, that we will find them
as gratifying as His Excellency in his ad-
dress lends us to hope and expect. I have
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taken the list of the exports actually as they
are, that is to say, the exports which are
the produce of Canada, because you must
understand that in the figures given to us
in the Trade and Navigation Returns, alarge
amount of foreign trade is included, that is
to say, trade coming from the United States
and passing through Canada. In 1892 that
amounted to 813,000,000 out of the exports
of the country. The .actual exports of the
country which are the products of Canadian
labour, as taken from the Trade and Naviga-
tion Returns, is $95,684,000, and the ex-
ports of the previous year were $85,000,000,
so that there has been an increase of ex-
. ports which are the product of the industry
and the labour of the people of Canada to
the extent of $10,000,000, that is the in-
crease for one year. Now, of that increase
in the Maritime Provinces, there has been
absolutely no increase in the exports at all.
There has been a decrease in the exports
from Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, and
Prince Edward Island, as I say.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH —In valuesorin
quantities ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —In the values. Of
course it is only the values that are given to
us. If you take the Maritime Provinces to-
gether you will find that there is an actual
decrease of $200,000.

Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. gentle-
man’s statement is correct as to the aggre-
gate of the lower provinces, but not as to
Nova Scotia individually.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON——I was speaking of
the Maritime Provinces as a whole. I say
there is a decrease in New Brunswick which
is balanced by an increase in Nova Scotia.
There is an actual decrease in the Maritime
Provinces taking Nova Scotia, New Bruns-
wick and Prince Edward Island together, of
$200,000. Now what is the reason that
there is that reduction in the exporting
power of the Maritime Provinces? Be-
cause the labour has left the country, be-
cause there is not the labour there to

" produce, You cannot have exports unless
you have got labour to produce the arti-
cles that will enrich the country through
their exportation. The census returns have
shown us that there has been an absolute
standstill in the population of New Bruns-
wick and there has been a very slight in-

i
|
I

crease in the Province of Nova Scotia and a
standstill in the Province of Prince Edward
Island. That is what the census returns show
us and therefore, if the population is at a
standstill you must expect the exporting pow-
er, notwithstanding the varied resources at
their disposal, in the Maritime Provinces or
the Dominion of Canada, to stand still to the
extent that the population itself stands still,
because it is perfectly evident to everyone
that without labour it is impossible to pro-
duce in a country like Canada or any other
country in order to increase the exports or
to increase the wealth of the people. With
regard to the 10 millions of exports shown
here in the Trade returns-—where does that
10 millions come from? As the hon. leader
of the House to-day has told us, $650,-
000 of that is from an entirely new in-
dustry developed in our northern regions
—the nickel regions. This 10 millions
of an increase has almost altogether gone
through the port of Montreal which shows
that the Canadian Pacific Railway has been
bringing down from the new districts deve-
loped north of Lake Superior, in Algoma and
from our Great Western Prairies and pouring
the trade of those new districts out through
the port of Montreal. That this great in-
crease of export cannot be attributed to the
increase of the prosperity of the great mass
of the population of Canada, nor to the in-

- creased industry of the Province of Ontario

or Quebec, or as I have shown of the
Maritime Provinces. Then again, there is
another feature with regard to our exports
that is worth considering, and it is absolutely
necessary to consider, and that is the value
of our imports in their proportion to our
exports. Our importing power is our pur-
chasing power. The value that we get for
our exports or the economy with which they
are produced is a measure of our ability to
import, and the purchasing power of the
people should be shown through our imports.
Great Britain imports very nearly double
what she exports. Why? Because her wealth
is so great she is able to purchase those im-
ports—those articles that come into the
country in consequence of her wealth. We,
in Canada, in 1871, 1872, and 1873 imported
32 millions of dollars, 46 millions of dollars
and 54 millions of dollars worth more than
we exported, or an excess of imports over ex-
portsof about 75 percent;in 1871 weimported
32 millions of dollars more than we exported,
and in 1873, 54 millions of dollars more than



we exported, with an aggregate export of
$189,000,000 in those three years,but in 1892
with a vastly increased population, with a
greater diversity of facilities through the
Canadian Pacific Railway and the develop-
ment of our canals, we are only able to import
20 millions of dollars more than we exported,
and in 1891 we imported 28 millions of
dollars more than we exported. Now, it is
one of the principles of trade between nations
that their-trade is carried on by means of
barter. There is no such thing as money
Passes between one nation and another. If
we export, it is paid for by imports, if we
lmport it of necessity calls for the production
of labour from some source from the import-

ing country to pay for it by exports, and the

evidence of that can be seen by studying
the statistics, seeing how much bullion
we export, and how much we import,
and which is only imported or exported in
order to rectify the small balance that
exists between the exporting and importing
Power. When we borrow money in England
that money comes out to us in the shape of
commodities. We floated a loan in England
this year » T do not know whether it was
ten or twelve and a half millions of dollars.
The money that loan represents comes out
to Canada in the shape of commodities, and
8wells our imports. Last ‘year, through the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company and the
Government of Canada, we have increased
the liability of the country by twenty-five
millions of dollars by the sale of their stock
and the sale of Canadian bonds. The value
of that money will come out to us or what-
ever portion of it comes to Canada, will come
In the shape of commodities, and should
Swell our imports to that extent. It does
Not come out in sovereigns, specie, or bullion.
t comes out in material—it comes out in
ind. Now, notwithstanding that we bor-
-Towed to that extent to the amount of
twenty-five millions of dollars, while in 1873,
1872 “and 1871, three years when we bor-
fowed very little money indeed, the imports
©xceeded the exports by fifty-four millions
Of.dol]ars, forty-six millions of dollars and
Irty-two millions of dollars, respectively.
e have to inquire how it is that those im-
Ports do not keep pace with our exports as
they should do, in order to indicate the
Prosperity of the people. What is the
"eason of that ¢ Well, the only reason that
I have to give is the fact that the liabilities
of the country have grown to that extent
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in order to pay the interest that we have to
remit abroad to meet the interest on those
liabilities, and that in consequence of the
taxes, or, perhaps, T should say, the mode of
taxation, the profits or the purchasing power
of the people is reduced. There are the net
earnings of eight millions of dollars for the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company. There
are nine millions of dollars a year interest
to be remitted by the Canadian Government,
and there is the interest on real estate
loans which amounts to one hundred
and six millions of dollars, the interest
on which at five or six per cent
will be five or six million dollars a year.
These large items which can be supple-
mented by other items, such as municipal
and other loans swell the ainount to twenty-
three miMions of dollars a year. It is the
necessity which rests on the people of
Canada to remit that twenty-three millions
of dollars every year, that changes the
features of the imports and exports in the
manner 1 have indicated. Now, if the
country was prosperous-—if we did not bor-
row money in order to develop its resources
—which was the object we had in borrowing
that money, and I for one do not find fault
with the Government for borrowing that
money or investing it in the manner they
have done to give it to the Canadian Pacific
Railway or to.the public works and canals
that are essential to our development and
prosperity—I say they have acted wisely in
bringing to completion those great works
which stand to the credit of the country,
but I do say when the money has been bor-
rowed and those facilities have been afforded
to us, the prosperity of the country can only
be gauged by what we can export to the
outside world and import from it over and
above supplying our own necessities, and
when we do borrow money in order to do
that, we should be able to make a better
showing than is now done. If a man bor-
rows two thousand dollars on his farm, he
does not borrow it for the purpose of merely
spending that money or the pleasure of pay-
ing interest at five per cent or seven per
cent as the case may be to somebody who
lends it him, but he borrows it for the pur-
pose of increasing the productive power of
that farm. He hopes to be able to pay five
or six per cent to the man who lends and
make five or sir per cent in addition on the
transaction. The statistics handed to us do
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not show that we are making that profit but
they show that both the productive power,
and the purchasing power of the people, has
been restricted, notwithstanding our in-
creased facilities. I believe, hon. gentlemen,
it is the commercial policy of the country
that is preventing the Maritime Provinces
from increasing their exports and from main-
taining the natural growth of their popula-
tion, and the same policy is effecting every
part of Canada in a like manner.

"At six o'clock the debate was adjourned
until to-morrow and the Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottarea, Wednesday, f'ebruary 1st, 1893.

The SPEAKER took the
o’clock.

Chair at 3

Prayer and routine proceedings.

THE ADDRESS.
, THE DEBATE CONTINUED.
The Order of the Day being read—

Resuming the adjourned debate on the con-
sideration of His Excellency the Governor-Gene-
ral’s speech, on the opening of the Third Session
of the Seventh Parliament.

‘Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Hon. gentlemen,
I concluded my remarks yesterday by saying
that I believe it is the commercial policy of
the country that is preventing the Maritime
Provinces from increasing their exports and
maintaining the natural growth of their
population, and the same policy applies gen-
erally throughout Canada in the same man-
ner. I notice that the hon. mover of the
Address in the House of Commons, Mr. Mec-
Inerney, referred particularly to the province
of New Brunswick in order to justify the
existence of the National Policy and convince
the people of Canada of the prosperity of the
Dominion, especially from New Brunswick.
Now, I think he selected the most unfor-
tunate province, in order to prove that case,
that he could have found in the whole Do-
minion, because the census returns have
shown us that the increase of population in
the province of New Brunswick is absolutely
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nil in the past ten years; that is to say,
every young man or young woman who has
come to man’s estate and woman’s estate has
left the country—that there is no natural
increase there. :

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-—Are there no deaths
here ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Well, we all hope
that in a country like this the births will
exceed the deaths. It is certainly nota good
showing compared with the average of the
world. India has increased 29,000,000,
Great Britain, 2,000,000, the United States,
12,000,000 during the same period. He
pointed out, however, that the industries of
New Brunswick had nearly doubled in ex-
tent during the past ten years, and he pointed
out that the number of operatives employed
in manufactures in New Brunswick had in-
creased from 19,000 to something like 26,000.
Now, T find exactly the same fault with the
census returns in New Brunswick that I
pointed out yesterday in regard to the in-
crease in the number of operatives. In the
census return—1I1 have it here, bulletin No.
8-—in the province of New Brunswick there
are put down as engaged in fish curing and
canning 4,750 hands. When I refer to the
statistics of 1881, I do not find those oper-
atives engaged in those industries returned
as a manufacturing popdlation. Whether
they are returned or not in some other form,
I cannot say, but I cannot trace in the
census returns operatives under that head,
and therefore, there are 4,750 operatives in
that list that would apparently account for
the increase between 19,000 and 26,000, the
figures he gave. T do not think that fisher-
men and fisherwomen who are engaged in
drying, salting and putting fish into barrels
should be classed as manufacturers; but
they are so classed here, to the extent of
4,750, and therefore, the figures that were
presented on that occasion I do not think
are borne out or justified by the actual facts
of the case. I would draw your attention,
however, to what has taken place in the
province of New Brunswick, so far as the
last ten’ years are concerned, and so far as
the industry of the people and their capa-
city to produce is concerned. The natural
industry of the people of the Maritime Pro-
vinces, which they have inherited from gen-
eration to generation, and in which they
display ability and knowledge, is the build-
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ing of ships and boats, in order to get on
the ocean and carry on the trade of fishing
or trading with foreign ports. I find, on
reference to the census returns, notwith-
Standing that knowledge and ability and
the needs of the people of New Brunswick,
that the population engaged in the building

of those boats and those ships has decreased ;

from 1,084 in 1881, to 500 in 1891, and
those men, possibly, who have been engaged
and who were able to build those ships for
the benefit of the country in order to in-
Crease the carrying power and the maritime
“Strength of the country, have been drawn
from those industries to the manufacture of
Cotton, which is not one of those natural
Industries that our people are bred and
reared to, not one which they understand
and have the same capacity for.

~Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—What propor-
tion has that to the decrease in tonnage
from '74 to 778 1

Hon. Mr. BOULTON--That does not
¢ome under the question here, but so far as
e decrease in tonnage is concerned, I may
tell the hon. gentleman that the figures in
tonnection with tonnage since 1868, are not
to the credit of the country. There has
cen an actual decrease in registered tonnage
of Canadian ships in the past twenty-four
Years, That the tonnage of vessels built or
owned by Canadians has been gradually de-
Creasing under the protective policy in 1878.
Such tonnage amounted to 1,333,000 tons,
In 1891, to 1,005,000 tons, gradually decreas-
Ing vear by year. - Then, again, I take the
tanneries. The, manufacture of leather is
one of the natural industries of the country.
e have hemlock tanbark, the natural
acilities and the capacity for making good
!eather. The province of New Brunswick
Is situated upon the ocean. It can trade
With the South American countries where
the raw hides are drawn from. There is a
Market for leather to any extent. There is
Ah open market in Great Britain for leather.
b 1s a market free to the competition of the
World, and England puichases annually,
according to the British Board of Trade re-
turns, $35,000,000 worth-of leather, wholly
O partially prepared. There is New Bruns-
Wick on the ocean, on the direct highway to
nable her to transport that leather from
'’ manufacturers to the open mar-
“t in Great Britain; but what is actually

the result of the case in the last
ten years, so far as the industry in question
is concerned? The people engaged in the
tanneries of New Brunswick have been
reduced from 355 to 249 employees. Now,
that is not a very creditable showing for the
commercial prosperity or the manufacturing
power and ability of the people of New
Brunswick, when the natural facilities are
at their disposal to increase their employ-
ment in the tanneries, treble or tenfold, in-
stead of presenting to the country an actual
reduction, it is not their fault, it is the fault
of the commercial policy which holds them
down. Then take the saw-mills of the pro-
vince ; I find a reduction in the number of
men engaged in the saw-mills from 7,167 to
6,821. So far as the manufacture of boots
and shoes ¥ concerned, T do not know what
factories there are in New Brunswick, but
the number of establishments-is set down at
337 and the employees at 809. T think they
must be mostly shoemakers’ shops. Isee b

the figures of the census of 1881, that the
number of employees engaged in those trades
was 911, so that in the ordinary shoemakers’
shops there has been absolutely a decrease
in the number of the employees working at
those trades. Now, when those figures are
presented to us in that way, when it is shown
that the natural industries of Canada, the
products which the people of this country
are capable of preparing for export, that
there is a decrease in the power of the people
to export and a decrease in the number of
operatives at work in those industries, no
one can put forward statistics and claim for
New Brunswick that thete is the prosperity
in that province that we are led to expect.
I would apply another test to the same posi-
tion and that is. I have divided the number
of operatives in the province of New Bruns-
wick into three heads. T have taken those
men who are engaged in preparing our own
raw material for the market and those who
prepare raw material imported for manufac-
turers—all the natural industries, boat-
building, ship-building, fish curing and can-
ning, bakeries and confectioneries, &c.,
natural to the country—and I find that there
are 18,000 operatives in New Brunswick
engaged in preparing the raw material of the
province for the market at home as well as
for export to the markets abroad. 18,000
operatives are engaged in the manufacture
of our own raw material, and only 3,572 are
engaged in the manufacture of imported
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raw material ; those men engaged in the|pay it, putting the labouring population in
manufacture of cotton and woollen goods, |a position to create better results for the
sugar refining, tanneries—all these indus-|country generally. Thatis my interpreta-
tries put together, only employ in New|tion of the benefit of free trade. My inter-
Brunswick 3,500 hands, while there are|pretation of protection is: when the revenue
18,000 engaged in preparing the raw ma- 1s so placed that it protects industries and
terial of the country, in cutting up saw-logs, 'enables the employers to charge for their
sawing them into lumber, building boats, . productsa much higher price thanthey could
&c. Now, I would ask you candidly to. obtain in open competition, reverse the con-
apply your intelligence to this broad fact: ditions and British capital and American
What protection is there necessary or need- ' capital will flow in to take advantage of the
ful to the people of New Brunswick or:economic condition of Canada to manufac:
Canada in order to enable them to manu- tureforthe world’s market. Theconsequence
facture their lumber and sell it for a good, of our present policy is to hold down the
price! What protection is there needed to | country andprevent the successful extension
do that? Will not free trade-—that is, will i of its industries and manufactures, and when
not the remission of all duty on everything | we see in the province of New Brunswick
that enters into the industries of the people ! that there are 18,000 operatives work-
engaged in saw-mills, grist-mills, tanneries ing to produce and prepare raw material
and industries of that kind conduce to alof the province for export to the out-
more economical working up of our own side world, or for consumption at home,
material? My hon. friend here on my left | while only 3,500 are engaged in the
smiles at that position, but I say there is|manufacture of raw material brought from

not a shadow of doubt about it that taxa-
tion as levied under our protective policy is
taxation on the industry and labour of the
people of Canada and its prosperity, and
if you lift taxation off the labour and
industry of the ‘people you release them
from a bond binding them down and pre-
venting them increasing their numbers and
consequently their exports, and you would
enable them to work under more economical
conditions at home, and in consequence of
that when they come to purchase they can
purchase more largely abroad what they re-
quire for their comfort and use. It cannot
be denied by any single member of this
House that the manufacturers and the people
engaged in those industries that are returned
in this bulletin, No. & no matter what class
of manufactory it may be, must be benefited
by removing the protective taxation from
those industries and placing it elsewhere.
Now, that is what I call free trade. T am
frequently met with the query, would you
destroy all the capital invested in our
manufactures ¢ T can say this, with the
utmost confidence, that if any manufacturer
is afraid of the competition he would be
subjected to under such a policy, there will be
plenty of capital forthcoming to purchase out
his interest at ahandsome advance, removing
the burden of taxation from the shoulders
of the labourer and from the shoulders of
the industries of the country, and placing
it upon shoulders that can better afford to

yabroad. I say those 18,000 men that are
lengaged in preparing our own raw material
,for market are held down for the assumed
benefit to 3,500 operatives, brought into
existence by artificial legislation, who will,
however, themselves be benefited by a
changed condition of taxation. It is a
knowledge of that fact that has caused me
to take up the question so warmly in the in-
terests of the people of Canada, that greater
prosperity, greater growth and development
in the magnificent resources at our disposal
shall take place in the next decade than in
the past, because all the figures brought for-
ward to prove the prosperity of the people
and the growth of the country do not show
that the National Policy has effected the pur-
poses for which it was intended. T do not
allow for one moment that the National
Policy was imposed merely to create the
wealth of individuals in the country, but
rather to benefit the country at large, to
keep its population at home and to bring
people from abroad and increase the
national progress of Canada, but I say
that the figures presented to us by
these returns do not show that that has
been the case. So far as the question of
our importations is concerned, Iwould just
refer again to the purchasing power of ex-
;ports as compared with the purchasing
ipower of these importations in the earlier
period of our history. As I pointed out
yesterday, in 1871, °72 and ’73 the impor-
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tations were 75 per cent higher than the
eXports—that is to say, we imported 75 per
¢ent more than we exported. To that ex-
tent the general wealth of the country was
nereased, while in '92 that condition has
ot been maintained. While the increase
In our exports has been $10,000,000 in the
last year, there has only been an increase
In our imports of $3,000,000. Now, what
say is that that shows a decrease in the
-Purchasing power of the people of Canada.
f it shows anything it shows that they are
N0t able to purchase, for some cause or
other, by $7,000,000 in proportion to the
amount that they exported. As T stated
Yesterday, the exports and imports go back-
Wards and forwards purely in the shape of
Commodities. No gold passes between na-
tlons. The whole bulk of the trade of Can-
ada is carried on by the movement of about
per cent in bullion to regulate it, and
therefore, if there is ‘a deficiency in the im-
Ports year after year, it shows that the
Country is not prospering so far as the
value of the exports is concerned. And
s necessary for us to think that
question out; it is necessary for us to
Tealize the economic position I have pre-
ented for your consideration. It is not|
every one who can realize it at once, but it |
18 right that we should apply these facts and
gures, in order to see what path we are
treading. T stated yesterday that we bor-
*Owed $25,000,000 through the Canadian
Pacific Railway and the Canadian Govern-
Ment. That $25,000,000 comes back to us
N the shape of commodities ; it does not
‘“me back in gold. We have added that
amount, to the -liabilities of the Dominion,
and the trade of the country has to earn the
"‘Oney to remit the interest annually upon
0Se amounts, and the actual bulk of those
3Mounts comes to us in the shape of impor-
thtlons' Now, notwithstanding the fact
at that liability has been added to the in-
ohtedness of the country, notwithstanding
e fact that we had borrowed that money,
th Ph(} fact presents itself to us through the
i n‘:tlstlcs, that we have only increased our
chortS by $3,000,000, while we have in-
€ased our exports by $10,000,000. Tf we
80 on at that rate, what is the next ten
Years going to bring us to?

Hon. Mr. HOWLAN —Wealth.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—We would hold the
8old of the world.
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in the world. The amount of gold in pro-
portion to the volume of trade is nothing at
all-—only about five or six per cent of the
whole trade of the world. There is no such -
thing as gold passing between nations ex-
cepting merely to balance the accounts, the
same as the clearing-house in New York or
in London will find it necessary to balance
probably transactions amounting to 20, 30
or 40,000,000 pounds with a cheque for
three or four hundred thousand pounds. The
gold is merely used to rectify the balance
and to provide for the currency of the peo-
ple at home-—the great trade of the world
is carried on by barter, and I would ask my
hon. friend, can we live on gold? Must we
not export it again ! Gold is only a measure
of value. If hon. gentlemen will look into
that matter they will find that I am correct—
that if the importing power of the people is
decreasing, their wealth is diminishing,

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN —But their ex-
porting power must be increasing.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—No, if you do not
get back something for those exports you
are getting poorer. I showed yesterday that
through the Canadian Pacific Railway there

: was eight millions of dollars in net earnings

that had to be remitted abroad, that the
Dominion Government have to remit nine
millions of dollars interest on the public
debt and there is interest on 106 millions of
dollars of loans upon real estate, shown at
present by our statistics and that interest
has to be also remitted. These sums amount
altogether to between 22 and 23 millions of
dollars. Now, the exports which go to Europe
or to the United States are absorbed in order
to pay that 23 millions of dollars which
has to be earned out of the trade and
industry of the country. If we increase
that to 40 or 50 millions of dollars, of course
we are going to labour under so much more
difficulty, unless there is a corresponding in-
crease in the labour that is brought into the
country to create the wealth in order to
produce that exporting power and when we
have brought that labour into the country
our commercial policy must be so framed
that the people will make a fair profit out
of their labour after having helped to con-
tribute to the payment of this debt for
Canada. I think that is as clear as—

Hon. Mr. HOWLAN-—Mud.
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Hon. Mr. BOULTON —As clear as any-
thing can be, although it may be still muddy
in my hon. friend’s mind. Of the exports
from Canada, the result of the labour of our
people, 23 millions of dollars is absorbed in
order to meet the interest that we have to
send abroad.

lions of dollars is to be paid to meet the
annual liability, if it does not come out of
our exports ! Our power to import is reduced
exactly by the amount we have to remit in
the shape of that indebtedness. When we

borrow we hope to make a profit upon that:
We have built the Canadian'

borrowing.
Pacific Railway. It extends for six thousand
miles through the various parts of Canada
and where are the evidences in our exporting
and importing power that the people of
Canada are reaping that protit out of the

liabilities they have incurred ! That is what |

I want to ask and the only evidence of that,
that can be shown to us, is by an increase
in population and an increase of the
exporting power of Canada. Now, I want

the hon. gentlemen who do not agree with |

me in my facts and figures to show me in
what way this is to be brought about, if the
present attitude of affairs has not produced
it 7 If our present protective policy has
failed to realize that result for us, what
policy should we pursue in order to rectify
that unfortunate state of affairs, because I
say it is an unfortunate state of affairs. If
aman horrows on his farm, we will say $2,000
to increase the productive power of that farm
unless he can increase the productive power
of that farm and make it pay the interest
and capital, he will find that his farm will
at some future time go to the mortgagee and
he is going to be left without his home. He
has got to see for himself how he is going to
pay off that mortgage and save his home
for his family, and it is that problem that we
have to sit down and solve for the people of
Canada, or I believe they will lose their heri-
tage and birthright if we do not pursue a
more intelligent policy than the practical
evidence that has been brought to our minds
by the statistical returns furnished to -us.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—My hon
friend explains that that can be done by
purchasing more and selling less.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—You do not buy
more. You get for your $100,000,000 of

gexport $150,000,000 of imports. You are
| getting a higher price, that is all. Ttis a
“mistake to think you are buying more—you
.are getting a higher price for the articles
Iyou have to sell, whether it is cattle, wheat
‘or anything else.

T should like to ask hon. gen- !
tlemen from what other source that 23 mil-:

Hon. Mr. COCHRANE —According to
ithe hon. gentleman’s argument, if a farm
produces two or three thousand dollars a
year, and the farmer only wants to buy a
thousand dollars, he is getting poorer in-
stead of richer. In other words, if his farm
produces three thousand dollars he has got
to buy to that value or more to make money
—that is the hon. gentleman’s argument.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—No. WhatlI say
is this, if a farmer’s output every year from
his farm is $2,000, and he borrows $2,000
on that farm, his purchasing power is re-
duced to the extent of the interest he has to
pay for that. We will assume that it is
eight per cent interest. His purchasing
power is reduced by the $160 interest he has
to remit. Now, he wants to show that that
$2,000 is going to produce enough for him
after he has expended it on his farn in order
to reduce the cost of labour or to drain it,
or something of that sort—he wants to be
able to show that the farm is going to produce
as much as the $2,000 a year before, plus teh
interest and plus a profit upon the borrowing.
That is the way I put it. It is not that he
is going to buy less, but that farmer wants
to realize that that $2,000 which was the
productive power of his farm before he bor-
rowed is still the same, plus the interest he
has to pay. If hehas to reduce thecomforts
of his family by the $160 a year interest—if
he has to take it out of the $2,000 income,
then he is impoverishing his family by bor-
rowing that money, but if he is still able to
maintain the comfort of his family by the
$2,000, plus the interest ne has to remit, and
possibly some advantages through borrowing
that money—that is the position I would
present to my hon. friend. I think if you
will apply that simple argument to the whole
of the Dominion and consider that we are
one family and that our Canadian home is a
large family, you will have some light thrown
onthegreat question I am bringingbefore this
honourable House—the question of the altera-
tion of our commercial policy for the benetit
of the people of Canada. Our hon. leader is
half way to that very free trade policy that
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Tam arguing for. In a speech that he made
In Toronto during the public meeting of the

onservative Association he used the words
Protection to the people as the result of the
remission of taxes—that is to say, he claimed
that he had remitted certain taxes and by
that explained he had protected the people or
Industry that were receiving the benefit of

. that remission.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—No.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—No, I will read
Your words, sir, uttered in Toronto. ¢ Next
We come to the article of tin which is used
In the manufacture of almost every article

used in the household and by the repeal of '

that duty gave an additional protection to
the fish and fruit canning industry.” Now,
that is what I call free trade. He remitted
the taxes on tin in order to benefit those in-

tevested in the fish and fruit canning in-
ustry,

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—The hon. gentleman
as it quite correct in the quotation which he
as made, but he must be reminded that in

Canada we could afford to take the duty off
raw material thereby giving additional pro-
tection to the canners.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—That I thoroughly
understand. That is the protective argu-
Inent, but if the remission of the duty on tin
18 going to be a protection to the people who
carry on the business of canning, why is not

€ remission of the duty on binding twine
80Ing to be a protection to farmers, or the
Temission of the duty on anything at all
8oing to be a protection to the people of
Canada at large !

_H9l1. Mr. GLASIER—Why do you take
Inding twine in particular?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON— Binding twine is
:' {'EPy serious impost on the people of Mani-
Oba,

Hon. Mr. GLASTER—Why does the hon.
8entleman select the province of New Bruns-
Wick as an illustration for his argument ?

OW are you going to raise the revenue?

an. Mr. BOULTON —I will reply to the

Question of revenue in its proper place. 1

1d not Illean to give any offence by select-
4

\
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£ing the province of New Brunswick. I was
| correcting the figures that were brought for-
jward by the hon. gentleman in the House
lof Commons from New Brunswick to whom
| T have already alluded, and I wish to point
iout to this House the necessity to the people
| of New Brunswick, the necessity for a change
“in the commercial policy of the country—
‘that if they adopt a different commercial
policy, in conjunction with the rest of the
country, there will be a very different show-
ing in ten years from now in the statistics
referring to their province. It isin the inter-
ests of New Brunswick and in the interests
. of Canada generally that I am speaking, and
not in the interests of any one province or
any one section of the country. I wish to
pointout that the hon. the leader of this House
himself has taken the broad ground that by
the remission of the duty on tin he was
thereby protecting the fishing and canning
industry. And how have we protected the
tishing industry? By taking off the duty
on rope and the duty on twine used for nets,
that is how we are protecting the fishing
industry. If it is wise in the interests of
the fishermen to take the duty off rope and
off twine, then why is it not in the interest
of every industry of the country engaged in
the preparation of raw material for export
abroad, that all the duties should be remitted,
and reimpose the taxation on the country in
a manner which would not press upon the
labour and industry of the country. That
is the broad position I take.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW_——Direct taxation.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Not one single
penny of direct taxation is necessary, and if
hon. gentlemen are anxious to hear a little
more about the revenue, I am quite pre-
pared to introduce that branch of the sub-
ject at this particular moment, I would
refer to the duty on coal oil. Well, sir, we
consume in Canada 15,000,000 gallons of
coal oil yearly, and we pay a duty on the
imported coal oil which amounts to about
5,000,000, or about eight or nine cents a
gallon, but in consequence of the imposition
of that duty, it costs the people so much
more to purchase the coal oil produced in
the country, and I say, hon. gentlemen,
that it can be shown fairly that the cost to
the people of Canada upon the purchase of
15,000,000 gallons of coal oil is ahbout
$1,400,000 more than if the markets were
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open, and if we were able to purchase it
free to the competition of the world. In a
‘free market, Russia might send us coal oil,
and compete with the United States, while |

she could not afford to send it to a pro-|

tected market. Ask yourselves what you
pay for it in your own homes, and realize !
the price the imported article is delivered |
at our boundary for, namely, 81 cents per;
gallon, and you will be able to prove your-
selves that my figures are correct. The
Government, however, only get the benefit
out of that $1,400,000, of about $425,000.
That is all the benefits the revenue gets
from the coal oil. I think you will admit
that if the free import of tea can be!

considered a free breakfast table, the'
free importation of coal oil would
form what might be called a free

tea table, as coal oil is necessary to light
our tea table and both these articles can
be put on a par with each other. HKxcept
in this, that coal oil is the light used by the
labouring classes, electric light and gas being
used by the wealthier classes, and to that
extent it is unequal in its imposition, and
partakes of the character of the window tax
that Great Britain found it necessary to
impose in the days of protection, a century
ago. Now, hon. gentlemen, what is the
condition of the tea trade? I think it was
stated yesterday that we import twenty-two
million pounds of tea from abroad, consumed
in the country and the placing of a tax of
six cents per pound, one penny less than
the English people have to pay, will raise
the revenues by the handsome sum of
1,300,000 dollars, every penny of which goes
into the Government treasury. Now, there
is one way in which a revenue can be raised
without increasing the taxation of the people
one dollar. The people are taxed, as I
showed you, upon the total consumption. of
coal oil a sum of one million four hundred
thousand dollars, of which the revenue only
gets the benefit of four hundred and twenty-
tive thousand dollars. Now, Sir, it would
not be necessary to put one penny more on
the burdens of the people, but by placing the
tax on tea and taking it off coal oil the
treasury would get the benefit of nearly one
million dollars. Tt is only applying that
principle throughout in your taxation, taking
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it off all those articles which permit or allow |

the world. This would give the importers
and purchasers of the country the fullest
benetit of being able to purchase their sup-
plies in the cheapest market and by accom-
plishing thatresult, you will thenfind thatthe
productive power of the country will increase
by leaps and bounds as it did when Great
Britain reversed her commercial policy in
1846, but hon. gentlemen, as I have intro-
duced a resolution which will deal with these
questions, and which will come up for dis-
cussion within a week or ten days, it is not
necessary to go fully into these details at
the present time as I may test the patience
of hon. gentlemen too severely. T can
thoroughly realize that when T am present-
ing facts and figures that are unanswerable
and which cannot be refuted, I certainly
rouse an irritation in the minds of some of
those hon. gentlemen who are touched a
little in the raw in consequence of the truth-
fulness and force of these facts and figures,
and thereby it gives me a little encourage-
ment to see some signs of discontent and
irritation. As long as a man proves nothing,
nobody is offended and everybody feels
satisfied, but begin to prove your argumnents
and you see—-——

Hon. Mr. READ—-Go on, you are not
hurting anybody.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—This is a free
country and you should not harry any man’s
cattle. Now, hon. gentlemen, His Excellency
in his speech at the opening of this Parlia-
ment is pleased to refer to the revenues of
the country. So far as the revenues are con-
cerned, I have touched upon that question
slightly and will not refer to it again, but I
certainly think that the Minister of Rail-
ways is to be congratulated upon the fact
that he has proved to the country his ability
to manage the Intercolonial Railway upon a
business basis. Instead of the management
costing five or six hundred thousand dollars
over and above the running expenses, he has
brought the management of that road up
until it is now nearly paying the running
expenses. I say it is a matter for great con-
gratulation to the people of Canada that we
have the intelligence and ability to manage
our public works upon a business basis, and
not upon a political basis. T would point

any individual in the country,in consequence | out that this means a clear saving of 600
of that duty, to charge a higher price thanthousand dollars to the revenue of Canada.
if the article was open to the competition of | I might say that our public works cost ux
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four millions annually to run, while we onlyl

8et a revenue of three millions, that is to
Say, our public canals and those railways
Mmanaged by the Government are an actual
loss to the country of one million dollars a
Year in its revenue. T certainly think that
those people who make use of the canals and
of the railways should be able to bear the
burden, at any rate, of paying the running
€Xpenses. Without taking into consideration
at all the question of the value of these roads,
S0 far 45 capital is concerned, T think that
the wheat that passes through our canals
should pay the expenses of moving itthrough.

}}at would be only managing our canals and
railways on a business basis, and the Minis-
ter of Railways, as Isaid before, is to be con-
8ratulated that he has proved to the country
tha.t this can be done so far as the Interco-
lonial is concerned. 1 regret to have seen a
reference in the public press to the effect
that it is possible that this road may be

anded over to the Canadian Pacific Rail-
Way Company, who have, it is true, shown
their capacity to manage their own line upon
4 thoroughly business basis. It has been
Urged that it would be better to transfer to
t 115 Company this incubus as it has been des-
cribed, which has hitherto been costing the
Country about 600 thousand dollars a year,

ut T say, hon. gentlemen, that we wouldnot
be duingourduty to thecountry if we allowed
Such a valuable asset, the first cost of which
Was 40 or 50 millions of dollars, to pass out
of the hands of the country. If we were to
adopt a different commercial policy and
thereby build up the Maritime Provinces and
the provinceof Quebec, and the industry, and
trade of the whole country, you would find
th.at.the first cost of this road, forty or fifty
millions of dollars would be returned to the
Wreasury of thecountry, withinten years, either
2¥ making it productive ourselves or find-
_ Inga company which would purchase it from

e Government, and instead of having cost
the country forty or fifty millions of dollars
ot the people’s money by adopting a different
Policy “and improving and increasing the
‘tl‘ude of the country, you will make this road
z Vvaluable asset. T say it would be most

Wise for us to take any such step as to give
P that road, and to part with the franchise

¥ Which this valuable asset iscreated simply
N *Cause we have failed to manage the road
rg“)ll a business basis in the past. For that
wf‘*‘“l{ alone the hon. the Minister of Rail-

ays 1t to be congratulated in the effort he

has put forth and the success with which
he has met in proving to the country, that
the road can be made to pay, and that it is
not necessary to make this road a free gift
to any corporation because it is an incubus.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—Is that
shown by his last annual report ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—T understand that
is the fact, but I am simply going by what I
see in the public press. I understand that
the deficit has been reduced to seven
thousand dollars.

Hon. Mr. POIRTER—Does that include
the deficit of the Prince Edward Island Rail-
way !

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—TI do not think so
—merely the Intercolonial Railway. How-
ever, the facts and figures will, I presume, be
presented when the report for 1893 comes
down. The hon. the leader of the House
referred in his speech in Toronto to the fact
that Canada has expended her treasure in
the development of these resources, in the
construction of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way and the construction of the Intercolonial
Railway, and the construction of our canals.
Well, hon. gentlemen, I take issue with him
in that statement. We have borrowed
money which hasstill tobe paid back, we have
not expended one single dollar of our own,
but we have borrowed to build the Canadian
Pacific Railway, and to build the canals and
all the other public works, and every dollar of
that debt is still upon us, and we have in-
creased that debt by $3,000,000 in the past
year. The debt of the Intercolonial Rail-
way is still upon us and it is not the treasure
of Canada that has been poured out but the
credit of Canada that has been pledged to
construct these public works. What we
want to look forward to, is to try to arrive
at a policy that will give us the power to
meet these liabilities and wipe them off in
the course of time, and to meet the annual
interest without burdening the trade and
industry of the country at all. That is what
we have to apply our minds to. Tt is not
that we have expended our treasure, but
we have borrowed and the country has to
pay the annual interest and this has to be
met out of the industry and trade of the
country. For that reason,I say the day may
not be far distant when that Intercolonial
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Railway may possibly be given up as a Gov-
ernment work, if advisable, but given up
only by getting business men to take pos-
session of it and pay us back the original
cost of that railroad. A clauseinthe Address
says ¢ that during the recess 2 friendly con-
ference took place between the Government
of Canada and the Government of New-
foundland.” We had an interesting discus-
sion on Newfoundland matters in thisHouse
last year,and it is a matter of congratulation,
I think, to the whole country, that the
differences and difficulties that did exist
between the people of Newfoundland and
ourselves have been so happily adjusted
or are in process of adjustment
as His Excellency in his speech to this
House has shown them to be. So far as
Newfoundland is concerned, of course, noth-
ing would give greater pleasure or satisfac-
tion to the Canadian people than to find that
they were prepared to unite their forces with
us and that we were in a position to make
such satisfactory terms with the people of
Newfoundland as would enable them to do
so. I may also congratulate the late Minis-
ter of Customs on the vigorous efforts he put
forth to stop the smuggling in the Gulf of
St. Lawrence, that was shown to have existed
there by the reports produced in this House
last year, quotations from which were read.
At the same time there is a great deal to be
done in that direction still. Tt is an evil,an
injustice to the country that smuggling
should be permitted to exist, and that it
does exist there, I think, was clearly proved
by the operations of last summer. I would
draw the attention of the House and of the
leader of the Government to the fact that
smuggling is to a certain extent helped and
assisted in a manner by the fines which are
given to officials. Tt is quite possible under
the present policy of dividing the fines with
the officials for discovering the smuggled
goods, to bring from the United States dis-
tilleries as well as from the Islands of St.
Pierre and Miquelon, a quantity of liquor
free of duty, and permit it to be seized, and
the informer and the man who smuggles can
thus divide the profits evenly and still leave
a sufficient sum to pay for the whole cost of
the voyage. If T am correct in that state-
ment, I say that condition of affairs should
be stopped and no premium should be
offered to the officials of the country to leave
roown for suspicion that such a thing can be
done.
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Hon. Mr. DEVER—How can that be
stopped without lowering the duty ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—-That is the only
way it can be done.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN —You would take
off the duty entirely !

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—No. I would not
take the duty off spirits. T am speaking
now of our public servants. It is an in-
justice to them to put temptation in their
way, and an injustice to the country if such
a system prevails as would enable those
officials to do such a thing as I have de-
scribed. It is to be hoped that the same
vigour will be used in checking smuggling
into the country as the late Minister of
Customs put forth. As the hon. gentleman
opposite has said, free trade will remedy that
by confining smuggling to spirits and wines
and luxuries only.

Hon. Mr.
whiskey ?

READ--Not free trade

in

Hon. Mr. BOULTON--I was going to
say that if we did adopt free trade as my
hon. friend very properly says, not free trade
in whiskey, therefore, as long as the duties
remain on the spirits that same disposition
to smuggle will prevail.

Hon. Mr. READ-I think. the hon.
gentleman is getting towards direct taxation
very nearly.

Hon. Mr.
ready.

BOWELL-—He is there

al-

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —There is one im-
portant question which received no attention
from His Excellency, and that is the Mani’
toba school question, which has created a
great deal of interest in the country. It was
referred to by the hon. seconder of this
Address. He said that while he wasanxious
to see the country prosper, and its develop-
ment go on—-to see the great West built up,
he hoped the people there would act in a
liberal manner in their legislation. That, I
take it, was a reference to the school ques-
tion. Now, I entertain my own views with
regard to that matter—a view, perhaps, that
many might expect metodiffer in. Personally,
as a private citizen, I believe that if our
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Roman Catholic fellow-countrymen desire ; own school matters as they see best for

to educate their children apart they should

permitted to apply their taxes to that
burpose, until they themselves realized the
advantages of public education. But of
course, the question that comes before us

ere is a constitutional one, and it is from

the broader stand-point we have to judge it.
So far as the liberality of the people of Man-
Yoba is concerned I do not think that it
can be questioned. They did not pass their

- 5chool law for the purpose of injuring any of

their fellow citizens. They are peculiarly
Placed. - Their population  is very sparse.
very man owns from one hundred and sixty
%o three hundred and twenty acres of land,
the odd sections are vacant and the distances
ttween houses is great, in consequence ; the
object of the school law was to reduce the
burden of taxation to the lowest limit and
enable the people to educate their children,
by making ratepayers of all denominations
%o contribute alike. At the same time, they
1ave altered the law upon which school mat-
ters rest and created what iscalled anational
System of education. That is to say, that
all education will be under the state, but
Without separating religion from education.
Well, that is an experiment they are trying,
Which may not last for all time or may be
Perpetual. Roman Catholics of New Bruns-
Wick petitioned against a similar law. They
€Xpressed a desire to retain the separate
schools and petitioned against the legislation
of the local legislature, which, however, was
declared to be constitutipnal. You do not
€ar Roman Catholics of New Brunswick
Now expressing any desire to change the pre-
Sent system. The people of Manitoba, said
if that is the case in New Brunswick, it is
quite possible that the experiment may pro-
d}lce beneficial results to the whole popula-
tlo_’l in our province, and in the end all may
Unite in admitting that it is the best way.
If, on the other hand our French Canadian
ellow-countrymen feel that it is an injus-
tice to them, all they have to do is to press
the magter in local contests and attract their
ellow-countrymen from the province of
uebec to help them and in that
Way  without any aid from the
central Government they will be able to
accomplish all that they desire in a con-
Stitutional and self-reliant way. It would
very unwise for the Government at
Ottawa, to attempt to restrict the power of
the people of Manitoba to legislate in their

!

|

themselves. It would be most unwise for
us to interfere with the constitutional liberty
of the provinces, as they exist or new provin-
ces as they may exist in the future. The con-
stitutional liberty of the people of Canada is
the dearest heritage that we can hand down
unimpaired to future generations. Consti-
tutional precedent is the principle on which
our constitutions are based and we should
be cautious how we establish any precedent
which may be construed in the future as a
restriction of the liberties of the people to
carry out the Canadian Confederation and to
build up a Canadian nationality on this conti-
nent on the safe and sound principles of
constitutional liberty in every part. That
is my view of the position so far as the school
question is concerned. I recognize the fact
that in 1869, before the North-west country
was transferred to Canada by the British
Crown, there was an uprising of the people
in the Red River settlement because their
rights had not been adjudicated upon before
the country was transferred. A delegation
was invited from Manitoba to visit Ottawa
and arrange the terms upon which the pro-
vince should be added to the Confederation.
The delegation had a conference with the
Government and the result was that a small
province, T believe only sixty miles from
north to south and one hundred from east
to west was created, and I believe it was
the intention of the Government at that time
and of the delegation that ‘interviewed the
Government, to erect such barriers that the
existing population there would be protected
in the same manner of condugting their
schools as had prevailed before Canada
assumed control of that country. I believe
that was fairly and ‘honestly the intention
between the two parties—that the one
desired and the other intended to convey it.
However, an appeal to the highest constitu-
tional authority in the Empire has decided
that so far as the province of Manitoba itself
is concerned, it possesses a perfectly con-
stitutional right to legislate on school matters
in accordance with the views of the majority
of the people. Therefore, if it is still felt by
our Roman Catholic fellow-countrymen in
the province of Manitoba that an injustice
has been done them by the legislation, to
the extent that they may be deprived of
public money by that legislation in the
separate school in those settlements that
existed at the time that this compact was
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made, to that extent the Dominion Parlia- on their homesteads, after we have got them
ment could justly be asked to assist finan-  there, as it is to put forth exertion to bring
cially in order to place them in no worse them to our country. Our conditions are
position than they would have been had the  such that they are not all being kept theve.
action of the Manitoba Legislature not The trade policy of the country is pressing
deprived them of the financial benefit of 'upon them and the heavy freight rates to
separate schools. To that extent I think !which we are subject in bringing our produce
justice should go, but the very fact that that to market is burdensome. Our ability to
compact was entered into in 1870, between ' produce is being checked and the country is
the delegates from Manitoba and the general being weighed down by those two burdens.
Government—the fact that they went back, | T would read to you some verses that were
and the bargain made at that time referred | put into my hand, which perhaps may be out
only to that small tract of country which of place here, but as they are more eloquent
confined the existing settlement of 1870, |than any words I can give you to show the
shows that there was no intention and no | feeling that does exist among many of those
desive on the part of the delegates or on the | who have to produce from the soil, and find
part of the general Government to make any : a market for their produce by exporting it
compact that would be binding upon the through the ports of Canada to the markets
development of that great territory and|of world. The following is the sentiment of
upon the people who might occupy it in the  a settler who has been there seventeen years,
future. To that extent, I think it would be and is conveyed to this honourable House as
wise for us to review the matter. The people | it was conveyed to me :—

of Manitoba would be as desirous of doing| ) )
justice to their French Canadian fellow- | Will )’O“C:;:;l:ﬁ;‘l‘lt'gy"‘y country, says the bright
countrymen and to extend to them as WAL | i the very finest country you ever yet did
a welcome as settlers as they could desire, spy,’

for that reason I think it would be most | We'll give you land for nothing, don’t even ask a
unwise for us to do anything that would R vent, .

. . . R . ;' But from everything you buy here we've twenty-
impair the liberty of the people, whether it . five per cent. ;
should establish a precedent that is likely

to impair the rights of the provinces as|You see vl"q'\'e got a family and so we must be
they exist or of the new provinces tq be And tho’(v?:z“g(') our level best we cannot keep them
created hereafter. For that reason and to oing,

that extent I sympathize with remarks made | With salaries and subsidies, interest on money
by the hon. seconder of this Addressin leut, )
regard to this question, but I can assure him Even then it ‘d)oes not .seem to do on twenty-five
that there is no desire or intention on the per cent.

part of the people of Manitoba, from my | Qur eldest boy, *“a darling,” we christened him
knowledge of them, to be in the least degree | N. P, . )

illiberal or unjust to their fellow-country- His constitution’s undermined, or so it seems to

in the matter of separate schools. There mes ;
lnen ; ! separa s We've fed him upon luxuries to a terrible ex-
is one more reference that is made here that tent,

T should like to deal with and that is the | But still it does not keep him up this twenty-five
following : — . per cent.

We are also gratified to hear that in Manitoba,

& hear 1 b3, 1 We swathed him up in cotton, a most rremendous
and the. North-west Territories the increase in

A ¢ coil,
immigration has been decidedly encouraging, both | \ye gave him steel and iron and rubbed him with
as regards the number of persons who have come coal oil.

from other countries and as regards the number of
homestead entries made by settlers of all nation-
alities.

Now, it is a matter of congratulation to| . o
those that live there and to the country We let him play with implements and niany other

. toys,

gene.rall)" , to feel that the ncrease O.f POP-| Klectric light and telephone, that pleases other
ulation is progressing satisfactorily in our boys ;
waste territory—that those homesteads are | But spite of all that we can do, he does not seem
being taken up. I live theve, and T feel that content,

s . . He grumbles, grumbles, for still mor centy-
it is quite as important to keep those people e grum ﬁ)‘Vees pgnl'lnl:l:nt.es or still more than twenty

He has been taking boodle drops as an emolient,
But nothing seems to keep him up, e’en twenty-
five per cent.
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I'm afraid we'll Tose that baby ; we cannot keep
N him here,

We must submit to Providence, tho’ he is so very

dear ;

he cannot walk alone tho’ fourteen years

he’s spent ;

He seemingly needs more support than twenty-five

per cent.

You see

Our other boy, ‘““a whopper,” we called him
C. P. R,

Th,"’ weak at first, he’s stronger now, and beats the
other far,
Has o stomach like an ostrich, his health is excel-
, lent,
He's thriving like a mushroown, upon twenty-five
per cent,

.

It takes a Jot to keep him np, with coronets for
tiles, X

they take a lot of stuff to clothe 6,000
miles,

up all he comes across, does this voracious
gent ;

He takes a branch line for his lunch, *‘sauce”

twenty-five per cent.

His suits

He eats

In fact he's grown so very strong, we dare not say
him nay,

he kicks us out of doors some bitterly cold
day,

He has us all upon a string, we go where we are

For fear

He sent,
el gulp the lot, he will not leave even twenty-
five per cent.

You say you don’t believe it, you think this can’t

T , be true,

ere’s parlinmentary papers for't. Indeed ’tis
Th . nothin¥ new, B .

e thing has lasted fourteen years, and millions

U 1ave been spent,
Pon these infant industries, at twenty-five per
cent.,

How long will you folks stand this? How long
is’t going to last ?

us shows it will not do, by the ten years
that are past.

: Tlle cens

The Young men are all leaving us, they can’t find-
I aliment,
t sucks

the country’s life blood out, this twenty-
five per cent.

" NQW, that is a message from a settler in
€ North-west and I think, as I said before,

At it is more convincing and certainly

More entertaining than any remarks I can|

ake or continue to make before this
Onourable house.

‘Hon. Mr. BOWELL--Surely the name

of the author should be handed down to
pOStel'ity_

Hon, Mr. BOULTON—We may want

hi A X
"1 %0 produce something more of the gme
“haracter,

l Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-—Does my hon.
ifriend father that ?

Hon. Mr. DEVER—He need not be
ashamed of it.

] Hon. Mr. BOULTON--T could not begin

i to express anything so eloquent as he has
' expressed in this poem.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH —And ‘truth-
ful too, I suppose.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—Yes, and truthful
too. We are producing up there our grain
and crops and we are selling them to the
outside world-—that is to say the surplus
that we do not want at home and the people
who are alongside of me-—and I suppose it is
general throughout the country, are selling
oats for which we only get 13 cents a bushel
this year and the Canadian Pacific Railway
is charging 20 cents for carrying them to
market. We get on an average 25 to 50
cents for wheat and the Canadian Pacific
Railway charges 30 cents per bushel forcar-
rying the same to market.

Hon. Mr. COCHRANE-——30 cents per
100 pounds.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—No, 50 cents per
100 pounds.

Hon. Mr. COCHRANE—I think the
hon. gentleman is mistaken about the freight
rates—it is 30 cents a 100, I understand.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —No, it is 50 cents
a 100.

Hon. Mr. COCHRANE—I had it from
Mr. White, the superintendent, the other
day.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I have given the
regular rate. The rate the hon. gentleman
I cites is to Fort William. Itis facts like these
that press upon the people of the country.
How does the 25 per cent come in so far as
the National Policy is concerned.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)-—Do I under-
stand the hon. gentleman to say that the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company charged
20 cents for 34 pounds of oats to take the
grain to market !




58

The [SENATE] Address.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Yes, and all that
it is selling for in my neighbourhood is 13
cents per bushel and I can give you other
facts and figures about the rates.

Hon. Mr. MAcINNES (Burlington)--From
what point is the hon. gentleman quoting
rates ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—Well, the place I
speak of is where I live, 275 miles north-west
of Winnipeg on the Manitoba and North-
western Railway.

Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington)—T
where ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—To Montreal.

Hon. Mr. SMITH—Does the hon. gentle-
manknow thatoatshave been sold in Ontario
for 124 cents ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—Yes, but not in
our time.

Hon. Mr. SMITH-- So, it would go by in
the North-west also ?

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—What would
they be worth if you had not the Canadian
Pacific Railway ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON--We would not be
there, but since we have gone there the people
who live in that country have a right to come
down here and tell what is pressing on them
and see if a remedy can be applied in some
manner or other. We know perfectly well
by the published reports what the earnings
of the Canadian Pacific Railway amount to
and we want to see that the tariff that real-
izes these dividends should be imposed in an
equitable manner, and that they should not
exceed the legitimate profits of capital, to
assist the people of this country instead of
impoverishing them so that they cannot
make fair headway. Many of them become
disappointed and some of them do move from
one point to another.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—Will the
hon. gentleman inform the House what the
Canadian Pacific Railway charges are per
100 on wheat from St. Paul or Minneapolis
to Montreal ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—No, I cannot in-
form the hon. gentleman what those rates
are, but I have asked for certain papers with
i regard to the Canadian Pacific Railway and
the increase of its capital stock, and I pro-
pose to try and deal with the rates as they
are presented there, in order to show that
there is an injustice in that free country
that is so thoroughly dependent upon rail-
way communication. Recollect, we have no
water communication, we are without com-
petition, and we are entirely dependent upon
railway communication, chiefly furnished by
the Canadian Pacific Railway. We want to
see that railway communication managed so
that something like justice will be done to
the people who are pursuing their industry
in that western country for the benefit of
themselves and the country at large. If
they are borne down by heavy taxation
through Government sources, if they are
borne down by excessive rates charged by
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, it
will certainly retard the development of
that magnificent country for an indefi-
nite period, to the detriment of Canada.
So far as the taxation of the Govern-
ment is concerned, what is the actual con-
dition? It is this: If we send out ten
millions of produce, what do we get back to
pay us for it? 'We do not get back money,
hon. gentlemen, as 1 explained before. It
comes back to us in the sugar, in the cotton,
in the coal oil, in the nails and the iron, and
in every single thing required for the use of
the people of the west. And when it comes
back to us it comes back with 25 per cent
for the duties added to the cost, and we only
get back in the export of $10,000,000 worth
of produce from Manitoba and the North-
west, goods to the value of $7,500,000 in
consequence of the imposition of an average
rate of 25 per cent in the duties. In the
same way the rates of the Canadian Pacific
Railway press heavily upon the country. If
you want to see Canada grow and become
great and the National Policy fulfil its work,
I say, hon. gentlemen, a differentcommercial
policy should be adopted in order that the
people may reap to the fullest extent the
advantages to be found in Canada for in-
creasing their individual prosperity, and for
building up the country generally.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—Hon. gentle-
mem® I do not intend to make any remiarks
on the resolutions which are being discussed,
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and which are intended to be the basis of an 'a representative of their own on the Trea-
answer from this House to His Excellency’s isury benches, and a leader speaking their
Speech. The different subjects of that Speech | own language in this House. A better
have been sufficiently discussed during this  choice could not have been made. Though
debate by both sides of the House to)quite a new member of the Federal Parlia-
enlighten the (Government and show them | ment, the Hon. Mr. Angers is well-known

What the views of the people of this country
are regarding the financial and commercial
affairs of the Dominion. Arguments have

en advanced for and against the statement
that this country has made material progress.

t seems to me there can be but one opinion
a8-to the great advance that this Dominion

as made during the 30 years of its exist-
ence: but it cannot be denied that at the
Present moment and for some time past
Something has been wrong. It cannot be
denied that the National Policy has done

much good, but I believe that at the present
The |

moment, some change is necessary.
anufacturers got the best of this policy,
and in my opinion the time has come when
the farming community should have their
turn.  Some changes in the tariff would
Probably improve the situation as far as it
Possibly can be improved under the circun-
Stances in which we are now placed, and
these changes would no doubt satisfy the
People, It seems that the Government have
enaware of this, if T have rightly understood
the speeches made during recess by a certain
humber of Ministers. Suck being the case, I
do not see the advantage of discussing those
Important questions at the present moment.
b is only occupying the time of the House
no good purpose, since more advantageous
Opportunities will be given during the ses-
Ston for the discussion of the different sub-
Jécts and measures foreshadowed in the
Address, or announced in the speeches I
ave referred to. I think the best thing
Or independent members of this House to
40 13 to wait until these measures come up,
And give the Government time to develop
eir policy and show what they can do. I
consider it would be utterly wrong on my

Part if T allowed this opportunity —the first |

ave had since the reconstruction of the
abinet—to pass without congratulating
t'}ﬁe hon. Premier on his choice of the late
leutenant-Governor of the Province of
uebec—the Hon. A. R. Angers——to re-
?I&Ce the late Hon. Dr. Paquet as Senator
ot the division of de la Vallitre, and to fill
& honourable- position of Minister of Agri-
Culture for the Dominion. By this action of
e Premier, the French minority have now

 for his talents, ability and energy. He cer-
i tainly will be an ornament to the Senate, -
‘and will, no doubt, be an honour to his pro-
vince. I also congratulate the hon. Minis-
ter of Trade and Commerce on his appoint-
ment to this House, and to its leadership.
No doubt the long parliamentary career of
the hon. Minister will be of great advantage
to the Senate; and, as an old colleague of
his in the House of Commons, T beg
to tender him and the hon. Minister of Agri-
culture-—also a  colleague of mine in old
times in the Local Assembly of Quebec—a
hearty welcome. T propose to deal more
particularly with the necessity which exists
for the Senate having a certain number of
the advisers of the Crown chosen from among
the members of this House, and occupying
seats in this House. This proposition nut
being, strictly speaking, a constitutional one,
as is that of having French speaking Min-
isters, I intend to give it a little more atten-
ction. It is now nearly fifteen years since
Ithe late Right Honourable Sir John A.
Macdonald resumed the position which he
heid to the day of his death. Tt is also
fifteen years since the French minority in
the Senate were deprived of their constitu-
i tional right to have a member of the Cabinet
 speaking the French language sitting in this
'House. It is also fifteen years since the
i late Sir John A. Macdonald took his first
step towards depriving the French speaking
people of their right to be represented in
both Houses by Ministers of the Crown
speaking the French language. To-day I
{am happy to congratulate the present Gov-
ernment upon having righted this wrong.
From the very first day when the Confedera-
ition Act was put into force in 1867, until
1878, when the late Sir John A. Macdonald
took office a second time, this House had
never less than two of its seats occupied
by winisters, and one of those always a-
Senator speaking the French language. But
ever since 1878 till the date of the action
of the present Government which T have
just commented on, this constitutional right
of the French minority wasignored by both
leaders of the two preceding administrations.
In vain did the French members of this
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House protest year after year against such a
course being followed by the Goverpment.
In vain did they rise against such an ap-
parent contempt for the constitution. Their
voices were heard, but they had not even the
satisfaction of hearing hon. gentlemen com-
posing the majority of this House echoing
their sentiment to show that they would not
allow such a course to be followed by the
Government. We, the French minority,
wereleft unrepresented. We were abandoned
by our colleagues of another nationality whe
took no interest in such a violation of the
constitutional law. Some of our compatriots
did no better, it is true, but to them I have
"nothing tosay. It isasuflicient punishment
that they are known, and that posterity will
hold them responsible for all the evil to come
and the consequences of the course they have
followed. What would be the useof trying
to stimulate their patriotism now when they
could not be induced at the proper time to
imitate our predecessors, who fought to the
last for the enjoyment of the privileges
which they finally secured, and succeeded
in preserving and transmitting to us and
to our care? Such an indifference as
that shown by this House in not fercing the
Government to respect the constitution could
not be expected to bear anything but mis-
chief. It did bear mischief. The whole
Senate was punished by the very same wrong
of which the hon. members had indirectly
approved by the silence they kept when the
French members of this House had called
for their help. Sir John Macdonald, having
succeeded so well in depriving the minority
in this House of their constitutional right
to a French speaking Minister, thought he
might safely go a step further, and did not
hesitate to advance his own interests at the
expense of this House, convinced that there
was not sufficient independence in Parlia-
ment to force him and his Government to
respect the agreement made at confederation
and act in the spirit of the constitution.
Let me review briefly the events which have
occurred since the 1st of July, 1867, when
the British North America Act came in
force. In conformity with an honest inter-
pretation of the new constitution, the late
Right Hon. Sir John A. Macdonald, having
been the first Premier charged with forming
an Administration under the new régime,
called from the Senate no less than five of
his Ministers, amongst them one or two
French speaking Senators, and all of them
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holding portfolios. True, at that time Sir
George Cartier was alive, and the recog-
nized leader of the province of Quebec.
At that time Sir John A. Macdonald would
not have dared to attempt what he subse-
quently did, but after the death of Sir
George Cartier, which took place a few
months after Sir John A. Macdonald’s Gov-
ernment was forced to resign, the Macken-
zie Administration took office, and gave this
House two Ministers, one of whom repre-
sented the French minority. In 1878 the
Mackenzie Government was defeated, and
Sir John A. Macdonald was again called
upon to form a Cabinet. At that time two
English-speaking Senators were made mem-
bers of his administration. Later, a third
English-speaking Minister without portfolio
was given to this House. If my mewory
serves me right this occurred in 1880. This
state of things continued until 1887, when
we were left with but one Minister, an Eng-
lish-speaking Senator without portfolio. He
alone was left to occupy the Ministerial
benches in this House. In 1888 a second
English-speaking Minister without portfolio
was appointed, giving to this important body
but two English-speaking Ministers without
responsibility, being without portfolio. One
of these two Ministers was in 1891 appointed
President of the Council, and in that position
affairsstood in this Houseuntil a few daysago,
when the late Premier, Sir J. J. C. Abbott,
resigned. Now, there is not a member of
this House who could rise in his place and
state that the course pursued by the late
Premier and his predecessor was in any way
in accord with the practice in England, or in
conformity with the principles enunciated
by authorities on Parliamentary Govern-
ment, or with the parliamentary practice in
England or in any of her colonies. None
of us, I am sure, would ignore the fact that
in England a considerable number of the
Cabinet Ministers, when not a majority of
of them, have their seats in the House of
Lords. 1In our sister colonies the principle
to which I have referred has always been
followed or advocated  in Victoria, New
South Wales, New Zealand, &c. Let me
refer to a case in point in the colony of Vie-
toria. The Victoria Government some years
ago entered upon the same course that Sir
John A. Macdonald pursued here. Formal
complaints were made by the Legislative
Council but no attention was paid to them by
the executive. At last both Houses rose in
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their might and appointed a joint committee | submitted for fifteen years to such treat-
Ynconstitutional reform, whose reportshowed ‘ ment. Nay, by their silence hon. members
the necessity of having constantly in the have encouraged the Government to ruin

pper House at least two, and if possible  this House in the opinion of the people at
Mmore, responsible ministers. I find on refer- ; large. The Senate allowed the Government
ence to the various authorities whose works: to take its own course, and to trample upon
are in our Library that this principle is ‘i the great charter’ of the rights and privi-
clearly laid down. ~ Even our own Canadian | leges of the people of this Dominion. What
authority, Mr. Todd, in his * Parliamen- | necessity then for a constitution? What is
tary Government in the British Colonies ” | its use, if in spirit as well as in letter it can

Writes ;- ‘

A patriotic statesman, filling the honourable |
Position of Premier, will readily apprehend that it
181n the interest not to say the paramount duty of |
every minister so as to shape his course as, if pos- |
sible, to keep the two Houses of Parliament in

Armnony, a,ndp not to throw himself absolutely and
entirely into the hands of one branch of the legis-

ature, regardless of the wishes and feeling of the
other,

Such is the practice in England, such also
are the principles advocated in her colonies,
Such also has been the course followed by
the two late administrators who have ruled
Over Canada during the last fifteen years, so
ar as the question I am dealing with is con-
cerned. Who could believe this history of
the last fifteen years to be true except he
been, as members of the Senate have

en, a witness to the different facts T have
related ? Indeed, how could any man believe
that the Government had acted in this way
and he allowed to continue in their evil
course from year to year ! Tt is true mem-
rs of this House have repeatedly com-
Plained of such a state of things. I know
that some of our colleagues privately remon-
Strated with the Government on the sub-
Ject. Tt is also true that many of them met
tog_ether and determined to put a stop to such
Aninjuriouscourseon the partof theexecutive,
and that some steps were privately taken to
carry such a determination into effect.
But” what have been the results? What
ave those secret efforts done! Nothing,
eXcept to convince the existing Government
that they were all right, that they had noth-
Ing to fear, that the Senate would not rise
3gainst them, and they could continue with
'Mpunity in their evil course. So they did
until the time-—a few days ago—when the;
Present Premier was called upon to form a
New Cabinet and set things right. Could
those two previous administrators have done
anything better calculated to throw discredit
n the Senate and ruin its influence? Yet

€ majority of this House kept quiet. They

be set aside with impunity ? What advan-
tage is there in having a Senate and a
House of Commons, if their members are so
partisan or so dependent on the executive as
to fear to force them into conformity with
the sacred law, the fundamental law of our
country, in accordance with the letter as
well as the spirit. What a difference there
is between the course which we have
followed here and the manly and patri-
otic stand taken by our fellow-subjects
of Victoria. What is the reason of this
ditference? Do those people understand
better than we do the Constitutional Gov-
ernment under which we live! Are they
less partisan than we are? Are they of
more independent temper than it is possible
for us to be? T will not undertake to say,
but the facts are there, and facts are stub-
born things. T renew, gentlemen, my con-
gratulations to the Premier. I congratulate
the whole Cabinet on the step they have
taken, a step by which they have shown
their determination to do what is right, and
to show their respect for the constitution,
The noble conduct of the present administra-
tion in recognizing the right of the Senate
to have a fair number of Cabinet Ministers,
and of the French minority to be repre-
sented on the Treasury benches in this
House is, in my opinion, of such importance
that, although a majority of the present
administration were members of the two
preceding governments, those who, like my:-
self, were dissatisfied with their past conduct
might readily forgive and forget the past,
and give the present Government a fair sup-
port. This T am ready to do as far as I can
without sacrificing those principles which
have guided me in the past. I shall
always be true to sound Conservative
principles, maintaining perfect independence
in dealing with men and measures. Before
I sit down, gentlemen, I beg to offer my
compliments to the hon. gentleman who
preceded me, in reference to what he has
said as to the school question in Manitoba.
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I cannct let his remark pass without ten-
dering him my thanks. I hope that the
great majority of the people of this country
will understand that in order to continue
on good terms with each other, and in
order that the different nationalities may
live together in harmony it is very desir-
able to respect the convictions of every man.
Tt is well known that the minority of people
in this country hold such principles on this
question that they cannot conscientiously
give way, while on the other hand, even if
there were a conviction that another kind
of school would be better, I should think
that patriotism would enable the majority
to allow their fellow-countrymen to follow
their views in reference to this question, and
keep for themselves the definition of what a
school ought to be. This I hope will be the
case. Until to-day I thought that the hon.
gentleman from Marquette was opposed to
the system which we advocate, but I am
glad now to see that he thinks we are cer-
tainly right in asking for our rights on this
question. There was something in the
remarks of the hon. member on this subject,
in which I cannot concur, but I leave it to
representatives from that section of Canada
to express their dissent.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—My first duty on
rising is to claim your induigence for the
imperfect manner in which I address the
House in English. I hope you will grant
me this indulgence, as being also a new
membér of this honourable body. I must
offer hon. gentlemen my thanks for the
courteous manner in which they have re-
ceived me, and the great friendship which
has already been extended to such a hew
member. I must also thank the hon. gen-
tlemen who have addressed this House for
the kind sentiments they have expressed to-
wards their Excellencies who will shortly be
leaving Canada. As a member of the Gov-
ernment, who is supposed to express the
views of the representative of the Crown in
this House, I must tender you their thanks.
It has been my good fortune to have fre-
quently been brought into cemmunication
with their Excellencies during the last five
years, and I have often been afforded oppor-
tunities of judging of the great love which
they bear to Canada, and I am sure that
when they leave us they will not forget us.
I also take occasion to express on behalf of
the people of my own province the great res-

pect in which they hold His Excellency on
account of his high and straightforward
stand on constitutional questions, and be-
cause they have seen in him the repre-

sentative of the Queen—the Queen
who has given us during her reign
the institutions which we now enjoy.

I must also thank the hon. member for
Marquette who has referred to my colleague
and myself in courteous terms as members of
the Senate. He has made only one reserva-
tion—it is that we should be members of the
Senate, but not both of us members of the
Government—-that members of the Govern-
ment should have been chosen from the
Senate as it was previously composed. Ubp-
on this point, in so far as I am concerned, I
agree with the hon. member from Mar-
quette. I am here, not by own preference,
and the hon. wember himself has deprived
His Excellency of the exercise of his free
will, because this not being a coalition Gov-
ernment, he could not call upon the hon.
member to occupy a seat on the Treasury
benches. I might add that the hon. gentle-
man’s views were at one time in accord
with those of the Government, and I have
not lost the hope that in the future we may
find him again agreeing with us. I also
thank the mover and the seconder of the
address, the hon. member for Welland, and
the hon. member for Delorimier—they have
both spoken in a manner that entitled them
to congratulation. The mover endeavoured
to show that the United States is not a desir-
able country to which Canadians should
emigrate. He has proved that by showing
the number of evictions which have taken
place lately in the city of New York. He
has proved conclusively that this country
is in a prosperous condition. He has esta-
blished it by applying two of the tests that
are generally accepted by statisticians In
his argument on that point he displayed no
party feeling whatever. He did not refer
to either side of the House, and I was sur-
prised to find the leader of the Opposition
attacking my hon. friend and telling him
that the Government was losing the con-
fidence of the people, and citing in proof of
it that the hon. gentleman’s presence in
the Senate was due to a previous defeat in
his constituency. I was sorry to hear those
remarks, and I was surprised a few hours
afterwards to hear from my hon. colleague
here, who is better informed than myself of
the facts, that the hon. member was never
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defeated in Welland County. It was estab-
lished that his county had been usurped;
the usurper was brought before the courts
and branded with bribery and corruption
and depyived of his political rights for seven
years. I do not call that a defeat. I am
convinced from what I saw myself in the
Niagara District recently that the hon, gen-
tleman would have been returned for his
county had he not, for some personal reason,
refrained from entering into the contest. Of
course this attack by the leader of the Oppo-
sition was made in the most courteous lan-
guage, and with the skill of a master in
eloquence. The attack was directed at
my hon. friend’s.breast, but the blow
Struck him below the belt. I fancy that
the hon. leader of the Opposition must
have had some reason to be displeased with
the people of Welland, because he made an
attack upon that county, and stated that it
had lost a thousand of its population accord-
g to the last census; and he made an
appeal to the descendants of the U. E.
Loyalists not to desert the district in which

their forefathers had settled. Now, I do not
think there was any need for such an appeal.
According to the census returns, the popula-
tion is really not deserting the peninsula of
Niagara. True, Welland itself has lost a
thousand of its people, but it has only been
a shifting of the population. The adjoining
counties and the city of Hamilton have in-
creased. Toronto has increased by 85,000,
Hamilton by 12,000, Nipissing by 11,000,
and Manitoba by 90,000. In all these sec-
tions of the country you will find settlers
from the district of Niagara. From the hon.
gentleman’s remarks about the Niagara Dis-
trict, you would think that the garden of
Canada was being abandoned by its popula-
tion. It is only necessary io refer to the
figures which T am about to read, taken
from the last census, to show that the pro-
ductions of the farms and orchards of that
section of the country have immensely in-
creased and represent an enormous value in
money. The statement following shows that
the industries of that section of the country
have also developed to a great extent :—
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Surely nobody can believe, in the face of ‘g\fermont, which also adjoins the province
th9se figures, that the Niagara District is|of Quebec, there was a decrease of two-
being deserted ; and therefore I say it was | hundredths of one per cent, so T do not think
Unnecessary to make an appeal to the loyalty : that much importance can be attached to the

of the people of the Niagara Peninsula. The

i

hon. gentleman’s argument. The hon. gentle-

On. gentleman said also that the Franchise | man from Marquette stated that the census
Act and the misgovernment of the country | returns relating to industries gave erroneous
had caused’ this emigration. I cannot under-

Stand how he makesuse of suchan argument.

€ represented to us that the people were establishments, and there is no ground for

leaving the country because they had been
robbed of their rights through the appoint-
ment of revising barristers under the control
of the GGovernment, and, what was worse,

cause the lists, after being made out, were
Printed at the printing bureau in Ottawa.
Now, when the laws of this countryare made,

Who prints them—is it not the Government? |
id it ever occur to any member of this:

1ouse, or any man in this country to ques-
tion the correctness of the laws, because they
are printed by the Government? Now, the
Yevising officers are not under the control of
the Government. They are appointed by
the Governor-General in Council, it is true,

ut they are as free from Government con-
trol after their appointment as are the judges
of the land. If the hon. member had re-
erred to section 11 of the Franchise Act, he
Wwould have seen that none of them can be
removed except by Parliament.

Hon. Mr. HOWLAN——In Prince Edward
Islang they are judges.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL—So they are nearly
everywhere,

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—The hon. gentle-
Man and the hon. member from Marquette
referred to the census returns and made
Comparisons, to the disadvantage of this
Country, between the increase of population
In some of the neighbouring states and in

ntario. It has already been shown that

e bases of this comparison were not correct.
1t is true that a portion of Canada has not
'ereased in the proportion that everybody
anticipated, but the increase has been about
WEIYe per cent. We find that in the neigh-

ouring country there was a good deal of

8appointment at the result of their last
®ensus—the population had not increased to
the extent that they had looked for. Inthe
State of Maine, for instance, which is pretty
Nearly similar to the province of Quebec,
© Increase was only 175 per cent. In

In the last census a distinction is
between industries and industrial

figures.
made

: the complaint which we have heard from the

Oppositich. None of those small factories .
that the hon. gentleman has referred to as
employing only three or four hands are
included in the industrial establishments.
They have all been omitted from the returns,
and T think that the hon. member has
founded most of his complaint on an article
recently published by the Globe. A reply
was sent to the (lobe for publication, and
although several days have elapsed since
then it has not yet appeared in the columns
of that paper.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON---I think the hon.
gentleman is not quite correct in his state-
ment, because there appears in bulletin num-
ber 8 a reference to an .establishment in
which only one operative is engaged.

Hon. Mr, ANGERS—Some of those bul-
letins were prepared with very great haste
and were revised since, and when the hon.
gentleman gets the revised edition of the
census he will find that no establishment so
small as that is included in the industrial
establishments. But it was pointed out that
there was a decrease in the population of the
Maritime Provinces. I must draw the atten-
tion of the House to the fact that immigra-
tion is not exclusively under the control of
the Government of Canada. The Local Gov-
ernments have also something to do with
the matter, and if there is to be blame at-
tached to any one, at least it should be shared
by the local administrations of the provinces
that have been mentioned. If New Bruns-
wick has not increased in the proportion an-
ticipated, perhaps the pon. gentleman might
address some of his reproaches to the Liberal
Government who are governing that pro-
vince.

Hon. Mr. POWER—They have not had a
Liberal Government in New Brunswicksince
Confederation.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—Well, what is it ?
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Hon. Mr. POWER-—A coalition, with the[“
majority Conservative. ‘
Hon. Mr. ANGERS—I understand the
Liberal Premier strengthened his Govern-
ment by drawing some members from the
Opposition, but the Government of New
Brunswick has always been known as a Lib-
eral Government. ;
|
Hon. Mr. ALMON —-The Halifax Clron- |
icle has frequently cluimed that New
Brunswick has a Liberal Government. The
hon, gentleman from Halifax will not deny
the Chronicle as thé hon. member from

Ottawa has repudiated the Globe.

Hon. Mr. POWER-—All the early Gov-
ernments after Confederation were Conserv--
ative Governments. The present Govern-
ment of New Brunswick is recognized as a
coalition Government.

The [SENATE] Address.

'gets the rebate.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-—The vessels do.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-- The citizens also get
the same advantage, because the vessel must
be owned by an American citizen. - An
American vessel loaded on its way to
Montreal with grain for expgrt gets the
rebate. A Canadian vessel bound on the
sume course loaded with grain for export
The two parties are equal
in this regard. Any Canadian vessel loaded
with grain and landing it short of Montreal,
for the purpose of consumption in the

-country, does not get the rebate, and
“why should an American vessel, doing what
;a Canadian vessel cannot do, get a rebate’

That is exactly the position. The hon. gen-
tleman wishes us to grant an American ves-
sel a privilege that a Canadian vessel is

‘denied. Now, if these were my own opinions
‘merely, I would not expect the House to lay

‘much stress upon them, but this has been

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—But the Clron-.
icle says that the New Brunswick Govern-!
ment is Liberal.

iin all their statements for eight years.

the interpretation and construction put upon
the treaty by the United States themselves
Let

me recall the date when this wheat rebate

Hon. Mr. ANGERS —Coming back to;

was first established by an Order in Council,

what was called discrimination against the Tt was on the 26th August, 1884, and on the
United States on the canals, I was surprised | 4th July, 1885, that this rebate was granted,
to hear the hon. leader of the Opposition and never was there a protest or a complaint
qualify the action of the Government in of undue treatment or unfair interpretation
this matteras unworthy of British statesmen. | or #legal interpretation of the treaty during
Now, T do not agree with him in this, and T all that time. Now, would the hon. gentle-
believe I can show him that the statesmen' man affirm that Mr. Bayard and Mr. Blaine

of the United States do not agree with him '
either. I say that there never has been any

discrimination against United States vessels

navigating the St. Lawrence canals.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—That is correct. I
agree with the hon. gentleman : it was ports ;

T said. |

Hon. Mr. ANGERS.—What is the pri»‘
viiege granted by the treaty ! The privilege
is not one granted to a territory, or to a|
special state : it is a privilege granted to the
flag carried by the vessels. |‘

. H

Hon. Mr. SCOTT -The -citizens—the'

people.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—No, it is granted
to the vessel, and T say that an American
vessel fulfilling the conditions imposed on a
Canadian vessel, gets exactly the same
rebate that our own vessels get.

were so obtuse, so unskilful, so unmindful of
United States interest that they would not
have immediately protested against this
state of things which lasted for eight years?
and yet it wasonly last September that they
gave any shape at all to a protest.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-—Do I understand the
hon. gentleman to say that vessels carrying
grain, either American or Canadian, where
they tranship at Ogdensburgh, but intending
the grain to go to Europe, would get a
rebate !

Hon. Mr. ANGERS —Certainly not, and
the reason is plain. How could the hon.
gentleman expect us to follow grain through
American territory to ascertain whether it
is exported or not? Would they grant us
the privilege of entering their custom-houses
and examining their officials to see whether
the grain was exported or not ! We granted
them the privilege of coming to our ports, if
they chose, and we could not give them a



The [FEBRUARY 1, 1893] Address.

—_—

67

privilege over grain that we could not con-|and to the progress we have made in that

trol.  Now, I say that the construction put respect.

upon the treaty by the. people of Canadailows —
has been in accord with the interpretation |

Put upon it by the people of the Unit’;ed!"“o"ls0 ;’(fl shipping em-
States for eight years. - 1f T am not wrong, ' Ba‘,’,ky,,otg circulation . .
the suggestion of the grievance came from | Production of coal, tons
tl{is side of the line to furnish the Americans | (1891)...............
With a new opportunity of putting the: ‘:lli‘:‘en}";;ligﬁs of Cana-
serews on the people of Canada. ' Value Exports of Cana-
| dian cheese.. .......
. Hon. Mr. SCOTT-—1I want to ask a ques- | Value Exports of Cana-
tion, as a matter of information, when was‘ dian sheep...........

the . . : "alue Exports of Manu-
Order in Council passed, or the regulation | factured wood . ...

made, granting a rebate ? Tt was then thata | ya)ue Exports of Home

grievance arose I understand. wanufactures . . . ... ..
. Imports raw cotton,
Hon. Mr. ANGERS —The first Order in| pounds..............

X [ 13

1878.

23,102,551
$20,215,020

1,152,000
$1,152,334
$3,997,521

$699,337
$13,908,629
$17,780,776

8,011,759
817,559

I shall compare two years as fol-

1892,

43,802,384
33,788,679

3,623,076
7,748,949
11,652,412
1,385,146
19,802,165
26,843,153
46,322,525

Council was passedon the 26th August, 1884.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT--That did not affect
Ogdensburgh.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—It affected every-
thing. The second Order in Council is dated
July 4th, 1885. There was a changein the
late but there was no change in the right.
The hon. gentleman told us that last year
upon this point he had resisted temptation,
and did not wish to bring a discussion before
the House on this point. Well, T am very sorry
to see temptation gaining strength against

m,
from temptation this year than he was last
Year, since he is so much older. Now, Iam
Surry that he did not resist the temptation
of showing that, in the Senate of Canada,
the pretension of the United States was
Supported inopposition toCanadian interests,

*Cause you all know that this is an open
Question, and one which is within the scope
of diplomacy, and it is not right, that we
should discuss a question upon which the

overnment have not come to a conclusion ;
80 that I think the temptation should have

€n resisted.

. The hon. gentleman who leads the other
Side of the House showed, or attempted to
sh({W, that this country was going to ruin,
OWing to misgovernment and a defective
fiscal policy. Now, I wish to show, and re-
assure him upon this point, if there is any
doubt about it, that we are not going to ruin,
and that the fiscal policy of the Government
S not defective. If you want to have an
idea of the progress of the country, I think
one can refer with reliance to the shipping
“mployed for the business of this country

The hon. member should be more free |’

3,673,933
Value products of Cana-

dian Fisheries (1891). $13,215,679
Value KExports of pro-

ducts Canadian Mines $2,816,347
Value Exports products .

of Canadian Farms... $32,028,321
Barrels Exports Apples

18,978,078
5,906,471
50,708,134

Number. ............ 53,213 690,951
Value Exports Apples..  $149,333 1,444,883
Dominion note circu-

lation ............... $3,120,127 7,214,953
Consumption of coal, tons

(189L.) .............. 1,665,814 2,885,894

An increase of 4,220,000 tons.

Hon. Mr. POWER-—The winters are
niore severe.
Hon. Mr. ANGERS.—I can find for

the hon. gentleman a better explanation
than that. The coal is being used as a re-’
sult of the National Policy. It is being
used in the spinning of cotton in cotton
mills, in the iron industries, and in a hun-
dred other ways, and the hon. gentleman is
wrong, I think, in referring to the winters
as the cause of the increased consumption.
We left the glacial period of 1878. We have
come into a much more moderate climate,
where everything expands and blooms. Now,
I will refer to what I think is a very safe
test to show the prosperity and the credit of
the country. It is the discounts by charter-
ed banks. In 1878, the discounts were $124,-
856,552. In 1892, they were $210,234,377.
But there is a better test than that ; it is
the business failures. Now, if we compare
the glacial period of 1878 with 1892, we
have the following result: The failures in
1878 amounted to $23,908,000, and in 1892
to $13,703,000. The over-due notes in banks
is a very good test also to show whether we



68 The [SENATE] Address.

]

are going to ruin or not, and to show whether ' speech, on thp opening of the Third Session of the
the fiscal policy of this country is so very: Seventh Parliament.

vicious. The over-due notes in banks on' :

each %100 borrowed in 1878, was $4.56.; Hon. Mr. ANGERS—I was endeavour-
What do you think it was in 18927 21.03. ing, when the debate was adjourned yester-

Hon. Mr. POWER-—Perhaps the hon. day, to show the great progress the country
gentleman will excuse me, I am very sorry had made lﬁ deve.lopmg 1t§'mdu'st1'1es, anc(l 7I
to interrupt him. Before he lays that state- eompatl;ed ? e period of 1878 with 1?’91")"
ment down, would he be kind enough to tell To make this argument stronger, I shall now
me the exact meaning of the statement;dmw your attention to the list of partially
which he made in the first place -the nmrmfﬂct’ured articles, ar}d manufactured ar-
shipping employed. That means the ton-  ticles, being goods used in.the manufacture
11'mgl)£i11t;vai'(l and outward ! i ‘of articles in Canada and not themselves

. L ‘manufactured in Canada. We find that of
Hon. Mr. ANGERS---Yes, the tonnage this class of imports there was admitted

inward and outward. The claim is made free, in the period of 1879 to 1883, an aver-

that everything in this country is taxed and ‘age of $8,240,000 a year. In the period of
over-taxed. \Vell,. I will show tl{e House | 1884 to 1888, an average of $9,560,000, and
the statement of imports divided into free:in the period of 1889 to 1892 three years
and dutiable goods for seven years. The | —an average of %13,167,000. There has
division shows that during the 7 years, 1868-| thus been a constantly growing amount of
74, the yearly average of imports was:|ggods entering into our own manufacturing
dutiable goods, $58,020,000, and of free'brought in without duty. Again and again
goods, $36,300,000. |

I we have said to the manufacturers, We will

. q];)u‘:(])ibf};o é;"f go‘;l"' ‘enlarge the free list for the articles you need,
{ggﬁgﬁ e o .«7%h3‘2"‘600 ‘25"’060{8‘30‘0 'so that you may be able to produce cheaper
1885-91...... 74,000,000 32,700,000 :and cheaper, and thus supply the consumer
892, .. . ... 69,160,737 47,818,206 |

In the first period, the free goods were 62 !
per cent of the dutiable. In the second, 53
per cent. In the third, 32 per cent. In
the fourth, 44 per cent, and last year over
69 per cent. Last year the free goods bore
a larger proportionate rate to the dutiable

. goods than during any period since Confede-
ration. In the period of the Opposition,
they were 53 per cent of the dutiable goods ;
last year they were 69 per cent. The Oppo-
sition do not stand on a sound basis of fact
when they affirm that under the National
Policy everything is taxed.

At 6 o'clock the debate was adjourned.
The Senate adjourned at 6 o’clock.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, February 2nd, 1893.
The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 o’clock.
Prayer and routine proceedings.
THE ADDRESS.

THE DEBATE CONTINUED.
The Order of the Day being read,

Resuming the adjourned debate on the consider-

ation of His Excellency the Governor-General’s

at the least possible cost. In this way a
large amount of taxation has been remitted
to the people, as in placing tea and sugar on
the free list, as well as striking off the stamp
tax. The percentage of customs duties on the
total value of goods entered for home con-
sumption in 1879, was 16:10 per cent, and
in 1892, 17-56 per cent; this is 81.46 on

each one hundred dollars more in 1892
than in 1879, Yet, in the interval

we have extended our railway system
by 8,500 miles and increased the amount
of goods carried by them from 7,883,-
000 tons to about 23,000,000 tons, and in-
creased the passengers carried from 6,444,-
000 to nearly 14,000,000, having expended
on these great aids to cheap transportation
and improved interprovincial interchange
#78,356,935. We have developed and im-
proved our canal system and have expended
thereon since 1879, the sum of $3,658 984.
We have erected all over the Dominion pub-
lic buildings at a cost of nearly $10,000,000,
giving increased facilities to the public in
doing their business at the post offices, cus-
tom-houses and other public buildings, be-
sides other expenditures, making a total of
$128,000,000. All these services have been
performed. The country has been provided
with cheapened means of transportation and
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greater facilities for doing business ; and yet{ Hon. Mr. DEVER—How is it the
In 1892, the burdenof taxation, as indicated ,reverue has gone down {

by the customs tariff, was only £1.50 more

01,1~each 100 of the i'mp(n'ts than it was in ' Hon. Mr. ANGERS—The revenue from
1879,  Tn the meantime, the cost of trans- customs.

plOI’tation has been greatly cheapened. Tt is i .

also dueto theimprovedecreditof the country, -

under the N atior?al Policy, that our intereit - Hon. M_r - DEVER-—How is it we pay as
charges have been greatly reduced. Now, Jimany duties as formerly !

Wish to refer to the argument made by my |

hon. friend from Marquette, when he stated l Hon. Mr. ANGERS—You pay such duty,
to the House that we had exhausted our pur- | because, instead of importing perishable
chasing power and borrowing capacity and | goods, we are importing raw material, which
our credit, and that it was impossible for | material, when it falls into our hands,
the Dominionto further increase its indebted- | acquires a greater value. The hon. gentle-
hess without going to ruin. He founded his jman was also very much alarmed at the fact
argunment on the fact that the imports had that we had exhausted our capacity for
ot risen in proportion to the exports. 1 say 1 borrowing and that our credit was really
that this is not a sound argument, Exports | going down. I shall draw his attention to

will make a people rich ; imports will also
Mmake a people rich, but I must make a dis-
tinction. It depends on the nature of the
Imports that you are bringing into the coun-
try.  If you bring in imports that arve the
hecessaries of life, such as butter, cheese,
bacon, ham, &c., how much richer are youin
the end ? 1f you bring in imports of raw ma-
terials —things to which you willgive greater
value-—then you may become rich ; but if
You only import things that are perishable,
Jou are getting poorer and poorev every day.
Now, upon this point I will show the hon.
Sentleman why the imports have been less

I vproportion to the exports. There is
& very good reason for it. It is be-

Cause the Government introduced a policy
Which was calculated to diminish the
tmports.  The National Policy was introdu-
ced, and consequently we have a decrease in
1892, of $25,450 in the quantity of butter

the fact that in 1887, the debt of the Domi-
nion was $227,314,775 ; the interest on that
was $8,692042. In 1892, the debt,h was
$236,493,600 but the interest is only
88,677,608 The interest on the whole has
diminished by $14,484. As iy hon. friend
says, that is not a bad credit when you come
to borrow eight and a half millions and pay
i less interest than you paid when you did not
|owe that capital. According to the Liberal
i party, the fiscal policy of the Government is
ia defective policy. They say that protection
is only for the benefit of monopolists and
that those men are growing rich on the hard
toil of the people, and that we have mil-
lionaires. These men that are getting rich,
they say, are crushing down the people
and sucking the blood from their veins,
that they wear them out in work and do
not feed them. That is the argument
they wuse every time they appear in

brought into the country as compared with | public. The Census returns indicate that the
1891, In lard we have a decrease of $18,- ' labourers’ wages have increased by 16 per
432 in the same year ; bacon and hams de-|cent. Now, does that show that the men
¢reased 113,327 ; beef, salted, 83,140 ; fluid | who are at the head of the industries of
beef, §5,220, and of pork—this is an item to ! this country, are taking such advantage of
which T believe it is right to refer the farmer ' the toilers that they will not allow them to
—we have imported ®111,686 less in that live? T have shown here, by official docu-
Year; poultry and dried or smoked meat and . ments, that the wages of the toiler have in-
other meats, altogether in the few items I;creased by 16 per cent. The price lists of
looked through, and which only refer to the | the great markets show that all the neces-
farmers. we have a total decrease of $306,- saries of life—food and clothing, and so on—
498. Perhaps this would be an acceptable  are cheaper than they were-—that in fact
€xplanation for the hon. gentleman why his : everything the family needs is cheaper, ex-
©Xpectations were not realized, when hefound ; cept shelter ; and house rent is higher, be-
Jthat our imports were lower in proportion to ; cause the masses demand better accommo-
the exports. | dation than the people were .cont,ented with

l
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twenty years ago. Now, of course, this con-
dition of things can only suit one party, and
that is the Conservative party; because
over and above everything, over and above
the closest ties, our attention and our ener-
gies are devoted to the development of
Canada ; and it is not to be expected, con-
sidering this feeling-- judging from the argu-
ments used on the other side and from the
steps they have taken to defeat the Govern-
ment, and the policy that I have been laying
down before you-—I say it is not to be ex-
pected that their sentiments are likely to be
in accord with ours, Tt has been very
disagreeable for them-—I do not mean by
this, members of this House, I mean the Lib-
erals out of this House—and they have
undertaken to defeat this policy. They went
over the country and cried out that Canada
was going to ruin ; that the National Policy
was making a few people rich and making
the masses poor. This did not take very well
with the people. It did not suit the purpose.
The Liberals required some other cry for
the position they were seeking, and they
said that the true policy for Canada was’
Commercial Union. That did not take very
much with the people either. They then'
got another name ; they called it Continen-:
tal Union. Thatdid not seem to suit either. -
The people were not carried away by these -
promises. Then, not having sutficient sup-“
port in Canada, they went to the United |
States, and there they formed a combine with |
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? So are they all---all honourable men.
- They were disapointed in this, and the
Liberal party had to wear a mask. M.

Farrer described them so.
| Yet Farrer is an honourable man.

He saw that this was not taking with the
people, and he had to find an excuse to
s satisfy his associates on the other side of
Ithe line. He said, “my friends, there is
' no possibility of annexation till the old man
!dies, and we will not be able to cut the
“halyard that hoists the British standard

“till then.  He is seventy years old.”

Yet Farver is an honourable man.

They look for some other scheme to create
dissatisfaction in the peoples’ minds against
the Government. Of course I always mean,
when T say Liberals, those outside this
House. The people of the United States
were told by those gentlemen that if a tariff
was adopted ‘which would cut off Canada

-from the United States markets, a reaction

would take place in this country. The
McKinley tariff was framed. They rejoiced
in the McKinley tariff, and in their glee

. they said to themselves, We have found the

rod of Moses, and the Canadians will starve
with their granaries full—the fruit on the
trees will rot, the barley in the soil will not
rise, by the force of this Moses’s rod. The
milk in Canada will turn into water. The
blow has had the reverse effect. The milk
was turned into cheese. While in 1891, the

men who were determined todefeat the policy } export to Eng}and was $9,481,373, in 1892
of Canada and turn the country against the 1t rose ?0551 1,593,690. The cream of Canada,
Government for the purpose of—what ? For - they said would not churn by the force of
the purpose of annexation. They entered this Moses’s rod. In l§91, the value of the
into partnership there. They had meetings : butter exported fromthis country to England
with Mr. Hoar. They had meetings with | was $440,060; in 189'-)3 1t was $877,455.
Mr. Wiman, and they concocted the project There was to be a mightier blow than that
or plan by which this country was to be given by the force of this rod of Moses—
ruined ; and they proposed that steps should  the hens of Canada were to be turned into
be taken to force Canada into United States ' roosters, and the roosters into capons, and
Territory. "the egg trade of Canada was to be destroyed.

“They ave all, all honourable men,” so was The blow again had the reverse effect. In
Brutus an ¢ honourable man.” They used 1891, the egg trade of Canada with England,
Mr. Farrer as their precursor. was $83,589; in 1892, it was $592,218.

And Farrer “is an honourable man.” '

He had associates on the other side. Hon. Mr. POWER—T do not think the

Mr. Wiman gave him all his support. hon! gentleman will find those figures in the

And Mr. Wiman “is an honourable man.” Trade Returns.

He had associates in this country who
went through the length and breadth of the'
Dominion to induce the people to accept the
policy which would suit the United States:  Hon. Mr. POWER--T would be glad to
better than it would suit Canada. thave the page then.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-—Certainly T do.
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Hon. Mr. ANGERS—I have not the

Page for the hon. gentlemen here, buv if he:
Wwill do me the honpur to call at my office,

Or to appoint a place where I can see him,
I win give him the page.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I cannot find it.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—There may be some-
thing else in the official returns which the
on. gentleman cannot find. Now, the effect
of this blow throughthe McKinley tariff was
& diminution of trade with the
Sf:ates, but there again the Liberal party met
With a deception. True, there was a reduc-
tion of trade with the United States to the
extent of $2,150,668 in our exports, but it
Was fully made up by new trade. Instead of
the produce of this land being wasted-—in-
Stead of the fruit rotting on the trees and the
milk turning into water-—we have had an
Increase of trade of $17,919,592. [ think
- that was a fair compensation for the loss by
the McKinley tariff. We lost $2,373,513 on
the one hand, and we had an increase of
trade on the other of $17,919,592. On the
Whole, the blow, deducting the loss by the
McKinley tarift, resulted in a net gain of
$15,546,079 in our export trade, in conse-
Quence of the McKinley tariff. T say in
Consequence of that tariff, because it was cal-
Culated to ruin Canada, and it proved to
a blessing, raising us to our proper level,

t has awakened in us the British spirit that
Perhaps was dormant before. We had a
arket near us and acecess to it without exer-
tion, and we waited untilour neighbourscame
Or our products. That was not the position
that Canada should hold on this continent,
and the McKinley tariff had the effect of
arousing us to-action. The result is that the
€yes of European countries have been more
and more turned towards Canada. Holland
alone purchased from us last year $553,138
f our products in excess of the preceding
Year. I rpepeat, therefore, that the blow
Which was intended for us has proved a
essing in disguise. Perhaps I should not
ave this part of my subject withoutthanking
the Liberalsof Canada, who,in exerting them-
Selves to bring about annexation by cutting
S off from the United States markets, were
€ means of expanding our trade. I feel
at, as a new member of this House, I have

p?"haps taken an undue advantage of your

cmdness, and that it is perhaps contrary to
“urtesy, on the first occasion of a member

United |

addressing this honourable House, to occupy
so much of time. T must apologise if I have
done so, but perhaps you will aceept from me
anexcuse. 1 heard a voice within me saying,
“ assist, assist as much as you can to protect
the country and to continue the National
Policy.” This voice was that of a man de-
seribed by the eloquent leader in the other
House as a portion of the institutions of
Canada. This voice was that of the late
chieftain. I heard more—T heard the parting
words of his noble widow. They have been
ringing in my ears while I have been address-
ing you here, ¢ Tell my husband’s friends at
some time, whenall canhear, that|I, his widow,
and broken hearted in my loneliness and deso-
lation, venture to ask from them a last and
lasting tribute to my husband’s dear memory.
I ask that that tribute shall be a firm and
united support to the policy and principles
that our great leader lived and died to main-
tain and carry out.” Those were the words
that were ringing in my ears when I
addressed you and I offer you their teachings
as my excuse for detaining you so long.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)—-I think this
House istobe congratulated on its acquisition
of the two hon. gentlemen who represent the
Cabinet here. For my own part, T think the
Government have only done what many of us
have been complaining for a number of years
that they had failed to do. This House has
been left for years without Ministers holding
portfolios, without the representation that
its importance in the country demands. The
Government in its reconstruction, has done
us justice—-partial justice perhaps, not too
much by any means, if we are to be a tran-
seript of the British constitution.  You find
in England that a very considerable propor-
tion of Ministers have seats in the House of
Lords. It has been a complaint by me in this
House that the Senate hasnotbeen treated in
themanner that it should demand. However,
as this Government in its reconstruction has
so far considered us, I have to congratulate
thein and the country, and the House will
no doubt feel that they have a great
acquisition in the two gentlemen who hold
portfolios in the Government of the day. I
venture to say a few words to the House at
this particular juncture, and if T travel a
little out of the line of what is really the
matter under discussion, it is allowable.
Every question may be brought up in the
debate on the Address. There seems to
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be hardly any question that should bol
omitted from it, and as there are some
matters I should like to say a few words
upon, I am to be pardoned for doing so.
A great deal hasbeen said about the National
Policy in this debate. It brings to my
mind the incidents of 1877, when I
moved the resolution aflirming the National
Poliey. Great things have come out of it.
At that time I could not tind a seconder for !
my resolution in this House. After a long
time I did tind one man to say, “Read, I
will not allow your motion to go without a
seconder.” I may as well read the motion
which I moved in 1877, to show how necea-j
sary it is for us to change as we go on. i
Events move rapidly in a new country. My
resolution was as follows :—¢ That in the
opinion of this House the present and the
future interests of the manufacturing and
agricultural industries of the Dominion call !
for the adoption of a National Policy by
which either 1eclpmmty of trade with the.
United States is obtained or a rempromty
of taviffs is established by Canada.” That |
was the first resolution moved in Canada in
favour of the National Policy. For two]
weeks T had it on the notice paper. As I:
have said, a friend agreed to second the
motion, but he thoutrht better of it, and:

backed out. Hnweve], a gentleman \vho 15':
no longer with us, came to my-relief and
seconded the motion. Things have changed
very much since then. T could easily get a
seconder to-day for a resolution of that sort.
As matters went on it was found that the
principle of protection was popular, and it
was on that issue that the Govermment of
Sir John Macdonald was returned. Then the
people were told weshould havesomething bet-
ter and that something better was commercial
union with the United States. I very well
know that hon. gentlemen say they did not |
propose commercial union. T know Mr. .

I
!
|

“export barley to the United States.

‘trade was import,ant to us.

not say they did not adopt commercial union.
' They did adopt it, and we had to meet it
every place we went. They found it would
not do, and then they took up unrestricted
reciprocity. Well, what does that nean?
We hardly know what it means. Does it
mean free trade with the United States?
They tell us the American market is our
natural one. I know it is convenient to go
across the way and sell a man something T
have got to sell, and buy something he has
got to sell. I have done it a hundred times
myself, but as to the United States being
our natural market, our neighbours are large
exporters of the very articles that we pro-
iduce. The main articles that we produce
‘ they export to the markets of Europe, as is
shown by the following list :—

Animals..................
Breadstuffs.......... .....
Apples, fresh, dried, canned

& 32,000,000

132,000,000

and preserved froit.. ... 3,000,000
Cotton oil and other oils. . . . 4,000,000
Farm produets ............ 84,000,000
Meat ..............ociit. 45,000,000
Dairy products. ... ........ 9,000,000
Vegetables................ 1,300,000

I think T have gone through what is
generally produced on the farm. I know
i what is produced on the farms of this coun-
try, having had a great deal to do with
purchasing “and raising farm products. We
I
admit there was a time when that barley
I have been in
it twenty-five years and ought to know some-
thing about it. Before the great civil war
in the'United States, barley was cheap. I

. have bought continuously for a whole season,

and in large quantities, barley at 41 cents a
bushel. That was the highest price when
there was no duty on barley entering the
United States. After the repeal of the
Reciprocity Treaty, after the war in the

Wiman came to a pldce called Napanee. ! United States, 1 sold barley at $2.45 a
Although the Governmeilt had not spoken ' bushel. It was a depreciated currenoy, it is
out on the question at all, T went to the:  true, but I sold the same day a large quantity
meeting to hear what he had to say about it. ; in the warehouse at #1.65 gold, when there
I took the ground at that meeting that it i was a duty on barley going mto the United
would be disastrous to the financial inter- States.

ests of Canada. After a while he held, The Ainericans after the war began to
another meeting in Picton : 1 met him there, grow barley for themselves. Of course the
and although I had been returned for that duty they imposed was a great drawback,
part of the countr , T could scarcely get a and we have not been able to produce bar-
hearing. The place was packed with Liber- ley to sell them to any extent. The Mec-
als. T there combatted, as well as T could, Mr, { Kinley Bill increased the duty to 30 cents,
Wiman's scheme, so thathon. gentlemen need Nnd of course we do nat sell them any bar-

\
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ley now, The part of the country. which I [ Liberal press is eulogising the Government of
¢ome from is famous for its barley, and Iiszada and telling the landlords that they
ound it a profitable trade. I haveloaded ;should follow the action of the Government
ten vessels at one time with barley in that @ Canada. They say: Why are you not
Part of the country, but the United States educating your farmers and helping them
Put this duty upon it, and we have had to along as the Government is helping the
Submit to the consequences. If the duty farmers of that country? When you get the
Was removed, I think, probably, we could great press of England to give a column or
grow barley at a profit; but as things change, | two of a lecture given by a Canadian civil
the farmenrs, like other people, must change | servant. you are doing a great deal. Tn
also, and T do not hesitate to say that they  England they have asked Professor Robert-
ave been slow to change. However, they son to address them and asked him what he
are driven to it now and they must meet | thinks should be done, and he has advised

the emergency. They must think and|them wisely. T feel that it is my duty,
act  according to circumstances,  Our, knowing him so well, to say that thereis no

Country lies in the temperate zone and in:man in this country whose work is resulting
Uture the general agricultural exports of the in  greater good. The Government are
fountry must be the cow and her products. | establishing model creameries in Canada. 1
Inean by that pork, butter and cheese.  visited one a few days ago for my own satis-
ith regard to she buttér industry, I think ' faction, and T saw a number of men and
t}“? people must move ; and thanks to the women there. 1 wondered who and what
overnment, they have moved. The Govern- | they werc. Tt turned out that they were
Ment are doing a great work, they are mov- i cheese makers, getting an education free of
Ing the farmers in the right direction, in a . cost in the best methods of producingbutter.
Way that they will not exhaust the soil, but | Three such establishments are in Ontario, T
Will preserve the fertility of the land. We | believe, to-day. In the British Trade and
Jave not many new tields now. I am speak-' Navigation Returns up to December last I
Ing of the older parts of the country, parti- | find that we are increasing in the manufac-
Cularly the thickly-settled parts. We have ture of butter in a short time. Last year
10t new fields to break up and we cannot be | there were two experimental creameries in
Sen(ling away the farms, because that is|Ontario. T do not know what there was in
What it means. We cannot afford to exhaust tlower Canada. In 1891, we sent to England
the soil; because we would then have to|£174,043 worth of butter. In 1892, in eleven
Purchase fertilizers. N ow, what is the coun- : months, we sent to England £239,580 worth.
ty going to do? There is no man, in my : The British Trade and Navigation returns
OPinion, either in the inside or outside ser- are from the 1st of January to the lst of
Vice who,has done and is doing this country ' January, while ours are from Ist July to
30 much good as Prof. Robertson, the Domin- | 1st July. Consequently they will not exactly
‘- Dairy Commissioner, and I doubt compare. But the increase according to
Whether any Minister of the Crown has; those returns is what I have stated in exports
Yendered half the service to the country that | of butter for 11 months last year. Then
€ has done. I wish to draw the attention with regard to cheese, I see that we have
of the Minister of Agriculture to the fact i sent a little more, speaking from the English
that Prof. Robertson has not only educated ireturns, in  the 11 months, namely
e farmers ; he has in the last year or two, | $11,600,000.
. ]) his work, brought this country before |
'€ great merchant princes of the world in a; Hon. Mr. ANGERS-—I have $11,593,000
?:nl‘)et' that scarcely any other man could —that is pretty close.
. l Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I would draw the
Hon. Mr. ANGERS—Heis educating me | hon. gentleman’s attention to a probable cause
also. lof the difference between the British Board
i"of Trade returns "and our own returns. In
tu _Igorl. Mr. READ-If you follow his : the former articles which are not the produce
ri; h10n‘I warrant that you will move in the } of Canada,. though gxp?rt.s of Cfmada,
s t direction. Professor Robertson has so ! would be included. * We distinguish in
Toused the people of England that even the |our own returns between exports that are
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the produce of Canada and those that are
not the produce of Canada.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—What I have giveni

you is the produce of Canada.

Hon. Mr. READ —There may be a few
boxes of cheese going down by way of Mon-
treal. This Lrade in my opinion, is as yet m
its infancy, and T must thank the hon. |
Minister who had a seat in this House, Mr.
Carling, and give him credit for inaugurating

this system of educating the public, to a cer-

tain extent.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS —Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. READ—The experimental farms
have done a great deal for the farmers. They |

have shown the farmers, by their experi-:

ments, what it costs to produce a pound of
grain, "which grain is worth the most money,
and how much skimmed milk is worth for
feeding purposes.
things, but the experimental farms have told

us for a fact how many pounds of grain it
takes to make a pound of pork, under various

conditions. These things, T repeat, teach
the farmers, who have not had an opportun-
ity of learning how to feed stock properly.
Professor Robertson has been issuing bulle-
tins on silos: and I think that is the ground
work of the dairy. It.is the ground work,
because it gives you the best quality of food
for stock at the cheapest possible rate.
silage costs about $1.50 a ton put into silo
ready for feeding. There is no other food
that can be fed so cheaply to animals and at
the same time can be produced in such]
quantities. Professor Robertson is going to
keep twenty-eight head of cattle on forty-
eight acres ‘of land. Here, on the Expen-
menml farm at Ottawa, he has natumlly a
good many appliances. He has the city !
c]me by from which to get manure, and no
fences.

raise the farmer out of the rutinto which he |

has fallen. At present grain cannot
grown at a profit. I think I have said quite
sufhment on that question. T will say a few

We may guess at these

En-.

These lessons, I repeat, help to!

| Hon. Mr. POWER—That is not what he

ays.

Hon. Mr. READ -He did not say it in
$0 many words.

. Hon. Mr.
'uﬁ' coal oil.

Hon. Mr. READ--He said, to put it on
'tea. That is to do as the British people do.
| Take it off the poor man’s beer and put it
_on his tea. That is what the British people
(lo :

Hon. Mr. SCOTT —They have it on the
| beer too, have they not!

o

|
|
!
|
i
i
{
1
i

POWER —He said to take it

|
!
" Hon. Mr. READ- No, not for the poor
man. Allow me to tell you that the poor
man’s beer in England is not taxed. When
~aman livesin a house for which he pays £10
-sterling a year he is at liberty to brew bheer
i for his own use without paying a license or
taxes, and can brew for a neighbour without
paying a license or taxes ; and consequently
the conclusion is to take the tax off beer to
that extent and put iton tea. Now, I donot
think that our people would like to have
the ladies go around in silks and satins and
the gentlemen in broad cloth and deprive a
breakfeast table of free tea, coffee, fruits of
all sorts, prunes, raisins, currants and all
“such goods. There is nothing in this list
about silks, satins, velvets, laces or any of
those luxuries .that the rich wear. The
tariff question is a very wide one, and I
might detain the House for a long sime, but
, the general wish is to conclude the debate on
I the Address to-night, so I will say nothing
furthet T do not know that it would be out
tof place to ask the Minister of Agriculture
whether the British Government ha.ve been
lmvoked to send to this country experts to
see whether pleuro-pneumonia exists in this

be :

i country. 1f they have not been invoked in
that direction T think they should be at
| once.

{ Hon. Mr. ANGERS —T can give the hon.

- gentleman the information which he requires.

words about the trade policy of my hon. 'The Government of Canada have solicited
friend from Marquette. He has pictured {the Board of Trade in England te send ex-
the British tariff as beingeverything to be perts here to visit Canada from Halifax to
desired. He tells us to take the duty off British Columbia, to ascertain whether there
silks and satins, broad cloth, feathers, bon-'was any pleulo~pneumoma in the Dominion,
nets, laces, and things of that nature and and although England is very rich we offered
put it on tea. ,to pay the expenses.
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Hon. Mr. READ- T am very pleased to| Hon. Mr. ANGERS—No,there never was,
Now that the Government has been alive |and we were so sure of the fact that we chal-
our interests in relation to this industry—  lenged them on the other side to send across
an industry of $9,000,000 exports a year. a surgeon for themselves if they did not
at trade, too, is in its infaney. Our great wish to take our word.
Orth-west, which is calculated to produce |
®hormous quantities of cattle, must find a! Hon. Mr. MCINNES (B.C.)—T think our
Market., Tt is claimed that the natural! veterinary surgeons should be good enough
Market is the United States. They sent! for that.
9ver 400,000 head last year to England alone, -
_Speaking roundly. That trade has Only beeni Hon. Mr. BOWELL—The hon. .gentle-
!N existence for a short time. A friend of | man must understand this fact, that there
Mine sent the first load that was shipped to’ were two of the cattle in a cargo sent from
nglzmd, I (-econect, he sent 45 hea,(l and : t;hiS COllIl"/l'y t,hat were found to ha,ve a diS-
® thought it was a wonderful thing. But ease of some character or other, or it was
€ trade is progressing now, and we must prétended that they had. And the veteri-
ePend on the cow and her products for nary surgeon of the Board of Trade in Eng-
agl'ieultuml exports. You cannot make land reported to the Board that it was
Woney now by growing grain and selling it. | pleuro-pneumonia. He persists in that state-
Ut there is money to be made in the other i ment to the «present day, notwibhstanding
'fection. I have handled cattle in this the fact that we sent our veterinary sur-
“ountry from 1836 to the present day conti- geons from one end of the country to the
Mously. T have never been troubled with | other, in order to ascertain if there was a
8y disease among the cattle. I recollect possibility of the existence of that or any
Well when the rinderpest was raging and I|other disease. Notwithstanding that, whether
haq 500 head of oxen tied up, I used to go ' it be in the interests of the home producer
In Among them and think to myself what a or not I do not say, he still persists in it.
avoc there would be if that disease broke Then my hon. friend suggests the propriety
But we never had any disease among - of inviting that very gentlemin to Canada
the cattle, l "to make an examination. Surely my hon.
friend from the Pacific coast would not find
Hon, Mr. McINNEN (B.C.)—What is the i fault with the position taken by the Govern-
ecessit,y of getting a veterinary surgeon to jment of Canada in order to prove beyond a
®me gye, from En;q]and when we have ex-| doubt the correctness of our statements, and
Perts here ! / for that reason we offered to pay the expenses.

1

Hon. M,. ALLAN—-They want to ke  Hon. Mr. MCINNES, (B.C.)- T may say
“nvinced on their own evidence. ‘that T saw in the public press a statement
that it was satisfactorily proven that the
Hon. My, MCINNES (B.C.)-- Is the word  cases referred to were not pleuro-pneumonia.
litn? Veterinary surgeon in Canada of so!According to what the hon. gentleman has
€ account that it will not be taken in 'said, that information that I saw in the
Ngland ¢ I public press was not correct. Of course I
accept the hon. gentleman’s statement.
thHon. Mr. READ- -John Bull takes no-, ! _
g for granted. You have to satisfy him.| Hon. Mr. ANGERS-—We are convinced
that it was not.
theHOn‘ Mr. ANGERS-—~We offered to have | .
©xperts of England visit this country toj Hon. Mr. BOWELL--The hon. gentleman
i . Whether there was any pleuro-pneumonia | is quite correct in the statement that he
. Not that we did not rely on the evi-! made, still that did not change the opinion
nce of oup veterinary surgeons, but to show ]‘ at home and we desire to convince him also.
° People of England that we are not x ‘

afrajq of investigation. Hon. Mv. READ- -1 see that the hon.

H | gentleman from Marquette has just come in,
on. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-—There neverfan(l I will vefer a little to his policy. He

s any pleuro-pneumonia in Canada. | wants the tariff of England—he wants to



!
revive the Stamp Act, and adopt similar|
means to raise a revenue. Now, if I have to
take a receipt I do not want to have to runall
through the country to get a stamp to make
that receipt valid. i

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-- 1, as a farmer, do%
not want to pay 8 cents a gallon on coal oil.
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too uch money, but how could we have, in
so short a time, large accumulations of
wealth? Where I am standing now was a
wilderness within the memory of men yet
living. Our people have had to clear the land,

revect buildings, construct roads and bring

the soil under cultivation, and we cannot
expect in so short a time to have a large

~accumulation of wealth.

Hon. Mr. READ—If T owe a man a
dollar or two, and have to give him a;
cheque, T do not want to have to put a
stamp on that cheque. We had some ex-
perience in this country of the Stamp Act.
We know it was the lawyers’ harvest.
There was a law suit about almost every
other bill, because the man only put 3 cents
o1 it instead of 6 cents, or he did not mark
them off, or he failed to do something that
the law required him to do. 1 do not want
that in this country again, and I would
rather pay a little extra on my coal oil
than have to stamp every cheque and re-
ceipt that T gave.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—Perhaps the hon.

gentleman uses the electric light.

Hon. Mr. READ—A good deal has been
sald about the condition of affairs in the
neighbouring country. Recently the Globe
sent commissioners to interview the farmers
in this country, and they subsequently visit-
ed the United States for the same purpose.
Here is the opinion of a farmer in Orleans
county, one of the finest parts of the state!
of New York, He says:——“ 1 could have,
sold my farm ten years ago for %150 an acre,
to day I could not get 8100 an acre.” Then
he speaks of the price of binders, “I have
to pay $125 for a binder.” We can buy one
here for less. He says, “T pay $55 for a six-
feet mower.” We can buy one for consider-
ably less than that here. He speaks of;
other implements all of which we can buy |
in Canada at lower prices. Another farmer
says that a great portion of the farms are

Hon. Mr..O’DONOHOE —What does the
hon. gentleman consider the value of lands
in Canada to-day as compared with their
value ten years ago, in the district with
which the hon. gentleman is acquainted

Hon. Mr. READ-T think land has de-
creased 30 to 40 per cent in value ; but has
it not decreased all over the world ? Hasit
not decreased in the state of New York ?

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-—It has not
decreased in British Columbia.

Hon. Mr. READ-- British Columbia is
all rocks. .

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—-The hon. gentle-
man would not say that if he would visit

British Columbia. .

Hon. Mr. READ —Our lands have depre-
ciated in value, it is true, but so have lands
everywhere else. Recently land twenty
miles from London, Eng., was sold for £10
per acre. Within my time it would not
have been considered dear at £60 or £70 an
acre. I hope that my hon. friend from Mar-
quette will some time have a better scheme
to present to us than the adoption of Eng-
land’s tarift policy.

Hoen. Mr. BERNIER---Being a new menr-
ber of this honourable House, it was indeed
very far from my intention to take part in the
debate on the Address, but the reference
‘made by the hon. gentleman from Marquette

more or less mortgaged. Tn fact, everybody | to the school question of Manitoba seems to
admits that agriculture is seriously depress- (impose upon me the duty of making one or
ed all over the world. If we were in attwo remarks, for which I request the indul-
worse position I say “ we” because I live| gence of this Ronourable House. T have first
on a farm—than other people, I would to acknowledge the liberal spirit with which
think there was something wrong either | he has dealt with the question, but the hon.
with the Government or with the country, | gentleman has gone a little further than the
but we find that we are better off than most | mere expression of sentiment. .He has stated
people. No people in the world live better facts and has given vent to opinions from
“than our own. It is true we have not any  which very important inferences are to be
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Made. He has said that the ditficulties now | that the hon. gentleman is quite mistaken
®Xisting as to school matters in Manitoba | in his contention. T do not want to enter
could not be settled except in a constitutional | into a full discussion of whether the added
Way. In that I quite agree with the hon. | territory comes within the operation of the
gentleman. Tt must be well understood all | Manitoba Act or not. But I say this: This
over the land that the Roman Catholics do|added territory comes within or without the
Mot claim extra constitutional privileges. | operation of the Manitoba Act. If it comes
ey want nothing else than the fair appli-: within, then the same justice that the hon.
Cation of the constitution to their case. The ! gentleman is prepared to extend to the old
on. gentleman has, moreover, said most dis- | province must also be extended to the added
Yinetly that there can be no doubt that the | territory. If on the other hand, it does not
Mtention of the Parliament in giving a come within the operation of the Manitoba
COnstitution to the province of Manitoba, | Act, it must come within the operation of
%as that the minority, whatever might some other Act, and most assuredly there is
€ its complexion, should have its separ- i no other Act that could apply in that case
ate schools and enjoy all the franchises}than the Confederation Act itself. Now, the
ccorded to British citizens in the way of  Confederation Act says most distinctly that
taxation and in ‘sharing the educational iin each case when any province of the Confed-
&rants, Now, I say, since it was the un-|eration shall have established a system of
Oubted intention of Parliament to grant!separate schools after the Union, then there
Such a franchise, then it becomes a mere shall lie an appeal to His Excellency the
Question of honesty to construe the constitu- | Governor-General in Council against any

01, s0 as to give effect to that intention
and not to take advantage of some ambiguity
Which may exist in the minds of some people
With regard to the text of the Manitoba Act.

Onesty is the best policy, says a maxin.

nd this maxim is not only true, but also a
Wost constitutional one. The hon. gentle-
Man  from Marquette having stated that
ccording to the true intent of the constitu-
Yon, the Roman Catholics had a guarantee
that they would not be dispossessed of the
Management of theirschools nor of theirshare
O the public moneys appropriated to educa-
10n, he goes further and says that according

0 his mind, it would be fair for the Can-

lan Parliament to render them justice, at
2ast for 3 portion of the province. And
JUtice in this matter cannot mean anything
¥l5e than the restoration of the status the
atholics had in the province previous to the
“gislation of 1890. Tt is a great satisfaction
me to he able to agree with the hon.
8entleman in‘ all these utterances. But

Where T cannot agree with him, is when he
akes a distinction between that portion of

€ Province as originally constituted and

W'T Portion added afterwards. He is quite
lil 11!_;g_ that justice be rendered to the Catho-

¢S living within the original limits of the
g’OV.mce, but he contends that those living

Utside of such limits have no claims, because
Dl:t portion of the territory was not contem-
or ted in tRe promises made to the minority,

In the agreements entered into at the time

of the creation of the province. I believe

trespass on the rights or privileges of the
minority, which is equivalent to saying
that the province shall then bhe debarred of
the power to do away with that system. As
a matter of fact, the province of Manitoba
has established in the added territory a sys-
tem of separate schools after the Union, and
I say that even taking the view that the
promises and agreements which were in-
tended to be embodied in the Manitoba Act
could not apply to such territory, the Roman
Catholics living in that part would still,
without any question and even a fortior,
be entitled to justice and protection. In
conclusion, I would say that whenever the
Parliament of Canada is preparcd to render
full justice to the minority in the province
of Manitoba, the stand taken, in the main,
by the hon. gentleman from Marquette,
shows that their action will commend itself
to the good sense and fairness of the people
at large.

Hon. Mr. POWER —The discussion upon
the Address-in reply to His Excellency’s
speech has taken a much wider scope than
usual this session, and I must say for myself
that I have been placed at a disadvantage.
I supposed that we were going to have the
usual running commentary on the paragraphs
of the Address which had been the custom in
this House, and did not calculate upon the
prolonged debate upon the trade question
with which we have been favoured. I do .
not feel prepared to enter into a discussion
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of the trade question at any length. At the! Hon. Mr. POWER—-The hon. gentleman
beginning I should like to ask a question of | stated that the total export for 1892 was
the hon. Minister of Agriculture. If I un-|greater than the export for 1891 : the Trade
derstood him rightly, he stated that the ex- | Returns show the reverse. The hon. gentle-
portation of eggs from this country during man’s inaceuracy on this point throws doubt
1892, was greater than during 1891. lupon all his figures. Now, I shall proceed to
'say a few wordsdirectly on the Address. The
| first paragraph to which I shall refer is the
| following : —
Hon. Mr. POWER-—Then that relieves

my mind very C()llslderably,. bef: ause it shows the increase in trade, as illustrated by the exports
that I was right when T intimated that I|,qimports during the period for which the official
had some doubts as to the reliability of the | returns have been prepared, has heen most gratify-
statistics of which the hon. gentleman gave, ing, and has continued down to the present time,

Hon. Mr. ANGERS —Certainly.

We are glad to learn from Your Excellency that

us so many.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS--The general export
of eggs has increased in the proportion that
I have mentioned.

Hon. Mr. POWER-—I stated that 1 hardly
thought that the public records bore out that
assertion. I wish to show that I was cor-
rect in what I said, and that my hon. friend’s
informant misled him. Of course, T do not
suppose that the hon. gentleman is respon-
sible for the figures that he uses: they are
furnished by the officers of his department.
If we find that in one particular the hon.
gentleman’sfigures are unreliable, it naturally
shakes our faith in all that he has submitted.
I take the Trade Returns for 1892, page 435,
and I go to the item of eggs, and find that
the total export of eggs, the produce of Can-
ada, was 7,931,204 dozen, and their value
was $1,089,798. T turn to page 433 of the
Trade Returns for 1891, and T find that the
total quantity of eggs exported was 8,022,-
935 dozen, that is some 100,000 dozens more
than in the succeeding year, and that the
value of the eggs exported was $1,160,359.
that is about $70,000 more than in the pre-
vious year ; so that instead of 1892 being a
better year for eggs than 1891, it was not
quite so good.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—T wish to say that
T mentioned that this result was under the
McKinley tariff.

Hon. Mr. POWER -—-That does not make
the slightest difference. The hon. gentle-
man said that the export was greater in 1892
than in 1891.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—Certainly, in foreign
markets other than the United States.

; with promise that the volume of trade during the

current year will exceed that of any year in the
history of the Dominion.

I do not raise any question about the total
volume of trade. All T can say is the in-
crease of trade to which His Excellency re-
fers has not extended to the Maritime Pro-
vinces, and the trade returns show that, both
as to exports and imports, the trade of the
Maritime Provinces was less last year than in
the previous year. Judging from what I
hear from my business friends, the falling off
since the 1st of July last, is in greater pro-
portion than in the year for which we have
the returns. Assomuch has been said about
the trade question, I may be pardoned for
saying a few words on the subject. It pre-
sents itself in a different way to Parliament
this year from that in which it was presented
last year. In the first place, we have had a
completeé revolution in the neighbouring re-
public, which was the great stronghold of
protection on this continent, a country whose
example we followed by enacting a protective
tariff and whose example we have since fol-
lowed to a certain extent in partially doing
away with the protective tariff. When the
United States took the duty off sugar, their
example was followed here; and I think
it is only fair to assume that when
the people of the United States have
come to the conclusion—they are a people a
good deal like ourselves, and, I presume,
almost as intelligent as we are and fully
alive to their own interests-—when they
have come to the conclusion, by so large a
majority, that they do not any longer want
protection, it is not unnatural to expect
that our people will come to the same con-
clusion. There are also indications in
Canada that this policy which has been .
boasted of so much for so many years and of
which we have heard a good deal of praise
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in this House during the past two or three thing we do ‘not do t(: please them but to benelit

days, that even here in Canada and amongst ‘ ourselves, while only 25 per cent are free from the

the members of the Conservative party, that | mother country, for the same reason: but if you
i ’

. ! , ! b take both, we impose a duty of 29 per cent on
policy is becoming discredited. Although | Gireat Britain to 25 per cent on the United States,
the hon. gentlemen who represent

the Gov-|and if you take the whole list, free and dutiable,

ernment in this House have talked protec- | YoU will find the duty is 21 per_cent to Great
tion pretty strongly and boldly, we find in { Britain and 14 per ceut to the United States. I
1 Y gLy . Y - .1 do not ask you to change the policy on that account,
he other House of Parliament that Minis- ! put draw your attention to this to show you how’
ters talk in a different strain. Forinstance, | we stand.” The duty at present runs all the way
Yesterday, when the subject of binder twine : from 5 to 100 per cent, nay, more in some cases.
Wwas under discussion, the Minister of Fin- DO You understand what this means? Tt means if
R kl

nae i you buy $10 worth of goods you pay $20 for it.
ance intimated that a change would be!This is not a tariff for revenue purposes, it is a’

made in the tariff and that the duty on . tariff designed to prevent importations and to pro-
binder twine, which has been complained of . tect the home manufacturers.

80 long by the farmers of the country, would : .

be removed -or reduced ; and I think we. Hon.. Mr. SM1 va—On what classes of
shall find the hon. gentlemen within two or | £00ds is there fully 100 per cent duty

ree years on our side, so far as the tariff
theory is concerned. My statement being
that of an unreconstructed Liberal, might
taken perhaps as not worth very much,

A gentleman who has, until a very recent
Period,. stood high in the councils of the
onservative party, and who, according to
1S own statement, has been consulted in all
the Important changes of government made
uring many years. That gentleman, the
member for North Simcoe
Ouse, made a speech at Stayner, in hisown

Constituency, the other day, and said a great |
Tany things which, I think, bear the im-|

Press of common sense—things which, while
© remained a follower of hon. gentlemen

OPbposite, he could not very well say, butz

Which, now that he is unshackled, he is able
say, and he tells the truth. This is what
© says about the protective policy: —

(:oI hever proposed that the great masses, the great
lsuming masses of this country, should be for ever
B“I'deneﬂ by an enormous tax, which it was neces-
ATy to impose for a time to protect infant indus-
all‘l?s' But, gentlemen, these industries are not
80“ ays infants ; they ought to grow up and do
a Mething for themselves. We cannot afford to be
no‘?ys spoon-feeflmg. (.Hear, hear ) The 'question
ter: 18, has the time arrived when these little tot-
l‘"mg things should get out and walk alone ¥
cmugllter.) Now, so far as the mother country is
intecerned, she acts as she considers best in her ow
our Tests, and we for our part are bound to act in
o OWn interest and for our owngood. If we can
We W}?ll without infringing on the mother country,
i Should, but if we cannot do well without in-
Nging we must do it, for our own interests must
thaz e firet consideration. But let me tell you
collm:lve have imposed upen goods of the mother
Upon Y a much larger duty than we have imposed
eat 80ods coming from the United States, her
Port competitor. ~ Almost 44 per cent of the im-
ations from the States are free goods, some-

|
|
but T can produce a statement made by |

[ take

" Minister of Agriculture,

|

|
i
{

. charged !

(]

Hon. Mr. POWER - -There are some im-
ported articles which are doubled in price
when the duty is paid. Mr. MecCarthy
refers to the McKinley tariff, but does not
the strange gound taken by the
that this was
framed at the suggestion of Canadians, and
or the mere purpose of worrying Canada.
He goes on towards the end to say :

in the other;
leffect of the trade policy which now prevails upon

But I am concerned at present more with the

the other industries of thé country, excepting from
that consideration the manufacturers themselves.
| In other words, it is the farmer, the lumberer, the

| ishermen and the other consumers, forming the
. great bulk of the community, whose welfare re-

quires consideration at this moment. It is unde-

niable that the tariff is exceedingly burdensome,

| unnecessarily so, if it be considered merely from
‘the stand-point of a revenue-producing tariff.
. When it is considered that the taxes range all the

| way from 20 to 100 per cent, it is idle to pretend
|that such a scale of taxation is necessary for
| revenue purposes. But is it not also true and
capable of demonstration that the indirect tax, or,
| to put it in other words, the increased price of the
{ articles which are manufactured owing to the high
, tariff, adds very considerably to the burdens of the
consumers, and brings up in the plainest possible
manner the question whether the time has not
now come for the consumers to say to the manu-
facturers :—'* You must either carry on your
! business on more equal terms or gou must cease to
‘carry it on at all. You have been supported in
! your infancy, you have been permitted an oppor-
tunity of establishing your industries at the ex-
pense, more or less, of the vast bulk of the people,
and you ought now to be prepared to stand alone
and to withstand the ordinary competition to
which your business, like that of all other occu-
i pations, may be exposed.” It must be remembered,
| too, that some of these manufacturing industries
I have formed combinations ; the competition which
it was hoped would regulate the price of the home
market (Foes not prevail, and that the tendency
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|
towards combinations amongst mahufacturers is
becoming wore evident every day. We have all |
the cotton industries of the country under one!
management. The saine may be said in connection
with the manufacture of agricultural implements. !
These considerations have led me to the conclusion |

that the time has arrived for a complete revision of ‘
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Hon. Mr. BOWELL—My only object in
calling the attention of the House to it, is, I
understood the hon. gentleman to say that
neither the hon. Minister of Agriculture nor
myself had referted to the exports of the
mine and forest.

our custom laws. They should be simplified,
equalized, and, what perhaps is more important, | .
or certainly not less important, the duties should be |~ Hon. Mr. POWER-—1 meant that they
materially reducel. “had not called attention to the fact that the
Whether it was dissatisfaction with the;manufacturers did not tend to materially in-
tariff policy of the Government or some ! C7€as€ the exports. Take the dairy industry
othew cause which induced the hon. gentle- | of which the hon. member from Quinté¢ has

man from North Simcoe to withdraw his
support from the Government, I do not pre-
tend to say ; but, no doubt, he speaks there |
the language of truth and wisdom, and the
indications which we had in the other branch
of Parliament yesterday go to show that his
speech really points the direction in which
our policy is to trend for the future. Ido not
propose to deal at any great length with the
Trade and Navigation Returns. I make this

general remark with respect to the returns. !

~ The hon. Minister of Trade and Commerce, |
and, I think also, the hon. Minister of Agri-
culture, laid stress upon the fact that our
exports had increased considerably since
1878. That is perfectly true; but these
hon. gentlemen did not go further, as they
might have gone, and-point out that the in-
crease had taken place altogether in the pro-
ducts of the forest, the farm and the mine;
because if they had taken pains to point that
out, every one could have seen that the lum-
berman, the farmer and the miner could not
be benefited by a protective tariff, the only
effect of which was to make his necessaries
of life dearer. Our exports of manufactures
have practically not increased at all; and
the National Policy, so called, has failed al-
together in its object. The great object was
to make Canada a manufacturing country.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—T think the hon.
gentleman will remember that I did refer to
the exportation of the products of the mine
and also the increase of the exportation of
our manufactures.

Hon. Mr. POWER-—The increase of ex-
ports of manufactures is infinitesimal—
something not worth mentioning.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—Still it is an in-

crease.

Hon. Mr. POWER-—-It does not form any
important item in the increase at all.

spoken. No one will pretend to say that
the duties tend to increase our exports of
butter, cheese or cattle.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL —The duty is the
same as it was when the hon. gentlemen’s
friends were in power on those articles.

Hon. Mr. POWER —On which articles?
Hon. Mr. BOWELL—-Butter and cheese.

Hon. Mr. POWER—But we do not im-
port them. Our export is not increased by
any tariff.  We are sending away enormous
quantities of dairy products, and consequent-
ly the tariff does not affect them, while it
does increase the cost of articles which make
the raw material of the farmer. The hon.
gentleman laid a good deal of stress on the
fact that the raw materials of certain manu-
facturers were allowed to come in free. Now,
why should the manufacturers be selected
for that sort of favour ¥ Why should not the
necessaries of life which are the raw material
for the farmer come in free just as well?
The Minister of Trade and Commere, and, I
think also, the Minister of Agriculture, re-
ferred to the fact that the Government had
taken the duty off tin and sugar. That is
perfectly true, and the Government, so far,
did well. When the Government put the
duty on tin it was a good thing, and when
the Government put the duty on sugar they
claimed it was an admirable thing—that it
showed wonderful statesmanship. When they
took the duty off again it is a still more
admirable piece of statesmanship. ¢ Now,
you see it and now you don’t.” It wasa
magnificent thing to put a duty on cordage,
and when, before the end of this session, the
duty is taken off cordage, we shall be
called on to admire the wonderful states-
manship of the Conservative Government.
If it is a-good thing to take the duty
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off tin—and I think it is—how about
the duty on iron? The excessive duty
on iron did not form a part of the ori-
Bnal National Policy. The hon. gentle-
Man who is now acting as High Com-
Missioner in Europe, acted for one session
as Finance Minister here, and he placed the
.duty on iron. Iron enters into the manu-
acture of almost every implement used by
the working people of this country. If itis
4 good and statesmanlike thing to take the
uty off tin, as it is, then it would be a still!
Wore statesmanlike thing to take the duty|
off iron ; and I hope the Minister of Trade !
and Commerce will submit for the approval
of this House—if not this session at least
hext session-—a measure reducing the duty
on iren to a reasonable figure; and if he
claims for that measure that it is statesman-
ike, I, for one, shall be quite prepared to
?Cknowledge the justice of the claim. But
1t is rather difficult to argue with people like
the Liberal-Conservatives. Wewere prepared
contest their allegation that protection on
8ugar was a good thing; but when they
take the duty off sugar we have to agree
With them when they say that their doing so
8 a good thing. It really comes down to
this : The thing which I have always. said
about the Liberal-Conservative party—they
are just the same under their present leader
a8 under their former leader—is that the one
great end of statesmanshipisthat the Liberal-
Onservative party shall be in power. The
iberal.Conservative party are prepared to
Sacrifice principles, if they have any, con-
Sistency, everything, provided they ecan
Temain in power ; and possibly after all it is
only a waste of valuable breath to undertake
discuss their policy. :

Hon. Mr, BOWELL—That is what the
People think.

Hon, Mr. POWER—I find in the next
Paragraph of the speech :

It affords us much pleasure to hear that the:
Venues of the country have likewise provided for -
a € services for which Parliament has made
PDropriation, and that the operation of the Govern-
nt railways has been less burdensome, as regards
¢ difference between income and expenditnre,

an has been the case for a long term of years
Previougly.

re

Now, 1 hope that statement, which refers
the Intercolonial Railway, is correct in
©ordinary meaning of the words. I notice

t the Minister or Railways stated in
6

another place yesterday, that for the six
months ending the first of January, the defi-
cit in the operation of the Intercolonial
Railway, was only $2,700. I hope that that
statement is perfectly correct and reliable.
It may seem ungracious for me to express
any doubt whatever about the matter ; but
Icannot help, remembering that a good many
years ago—as many as ten years ago at any
rate—when the hon. gentleman who is now
High Commissioner at London was Minister
of Railways, it was announced to Parliament
that the deficit on the Intercolonial Railway
had been got rid of, and that there was a
small balance on the right side, that balance
was secured largely by modifications in the
method of book-keeping in connection
with the Intercolonial Railway, and to
a considerable extent by allowing the
rolling stock and road-bed and the staff to
get below the position at which they should
have been maintained. I trust it is not the
case in the present instance. Ihave nodoubt
that by proper business management the
Intercolonial Railway can be made to pay ;
and I am disposed to think, as far as I can
judge, that the present Minister of Railways
is dealing with the road in a business-like
way, and that the era of deficits on the In-
tercolonial Railway is nearly at an end. T
may say that we had a discussion here last
session on the Intercolonial Railway, and I
took occasion to express an opinion with re-
spect to certainchanges which might bemade
in its management withadvantage, and Iam
glad to seethat one of thesechanges has been
made by the Government—not of course on
my recommendation—but simply because on
looking on the thing as business men, the
Minister of Railways and the other members
of the Government were satisfied that it was
desirable. The manager of the Intercolonial
Railway, is now stationed at Moncton on
the road, and not at Ottawa, some 300 miles
from the western terminus of the road ; and
I amsatistied that if Mr. Pottingeris allowed
a sufficient liberty of action—if he is not
cramped and interfered with too much by
the deputy head or the Minister—we shall
have more satisfactory reports from the In-
tercolonial Railway, in the future. I rejoice
at this fact, not merely because it is a satis-
factory thing that the public works of the
country should not lose money for the coun-
try, but because of the fact that the Inter-
colonial Railway, if even self-sustaining, takes
away the only argument in which there was



2

-

8

any force for handing over that great public
work to any private company. I am glad to
find that the rumours which were current that
it was proposed to transfer the Intercolonial
Railway to a private company, have appa-
rently had no foundation in fact. I know
the feeling throughout the Maritime Pro-
vinces against the  proposed transfer was
almost unanimous ; and I am pleased to
gather that our fears were unfounded. |

The next paragraph in the Address is as
follows :—

We are also gratiied to hear that in Manitoba
and the North-west Territories the increase in
immigration has been decidedly encouraging, both
as regards the number of persons who have come
from other countries and as regards the number of

homestead entries made by settlers ofeall nation-
alities.

That announcement is a verysatisfactoryone,
if the immigrants who go into that country
are of good character, and come from abroad.
For my own part I cannot rejoice at any
transfer of the people from one section of
Canada to another. I think thatthe Lower
Provinces, taken together, are just as good
a country, if not better than the North-west,
and I cannot rejoice at the fact of people
leaving Nova Scotia, or New Brunswick, or
Prince Edward Island to go to Manitoba.
As a matter of fact, I am afraid that only a
small proportion of the people who do leave
the Maritime Provinces go to the North-
west. Of course, it is better that the people
who leave the older provinces should go to
the western part of our own territory rather
than to a foreign country. 1 trust that the
meaning of this paragraph is that we are,
getting in good immigrants from abroad,
and that the people who are leaving Ontario |
and the other older provinces are going:
in a larger proportion to our own North-
west than they have in the past. I have
laid a good deal of stress upon the desira-
bility of having a good class of immigrants
from abroad. That remark applies not only
to the North-west but to the rest of Canada,
and my attention has been particularly
directed to it by a passage in the report of
the Minister of Justice upon the Peni-
tentiaries. I find at page 7, in the intro-
duction to that report, a passage written by
the Inspector of Penitentiaries, which de-
serves the attention of the Government, and
more particularly of the Minister of the In-
terior. It is as follows :

Of late years, our penitentiaries have had a
most undesirable, because a most hardened aud
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irreclaimable class of criminals added to their
numbers. This is particularly the case at Kingston
and St. Vincent de Paul, where those cockney
sneak thieves and pickpockets, referred to, are
numerous. These pests, gathered from the slums
of St. Giles and East London, after short terms of
so-called probation, in & certain notoriously mis-
managed refuge, are periodically shipped out to
(anada, as immigrants deserving of encouragement
and support. With very few exceptions—as the

. police of our cities and towns know—these street’

Arabs from Whitechapel and Rotherhithe and
Ratcliff and other like haurnts of vice, speedily
return to their old habits, on arriving in Canada,
and, as a consequence, become a burden and an
expense upon the tax-puyers of the Dominion, in
our reformatories, jails and penitentiaries. Steeped
as they have beeun in crime, from infancy, because
inherited, they are found to be the most trouble-
some and worst conduacted convicts that' reach our
penitentiaries. Their evil influence in corrupting
others is potent and pernicious. The general ver-
dict of the chaplains and the other prison officers,
regarding those’ youthful imitators of Fagin and
Bi%l Sykes, is most unfavourable. They consider
them dead to all good influences and that their
reformation is hopeless. In order to protect the
community, agamst the depredations of such
thoroughly trained malefactors, and our youth,
especially, against the evil effects of their example
and influence, it were advisable that effectual
means be adopted to prevent mistaken philan-
thropists, abroad and at home, aiding and encour-
aging the transplanting to Canada of exotics so
upas-like and so unsuited to the soil and moral
atmosphere of the country.

Just one other remark upon this para-
graph, hon. gentlemen ; I think that if we
would try to make Canada a cheap country
to live in, and adopt a policy which would
bring about that result, we should not only
keep our own people at home, but we would
bring in outsiders of a desirable character.

Something has been said, hon. gentlemen
—in fact a good deal has been said—about
the exodus. There are some remarks which
I should like to make upon that subject, even
though I have already spoken for some time ;
and I think that inasmuch as other hon.
gentlemen have dealt with the question, I
may as well say a few words. I think that
there has been a great deal of exaggeration
and rather wild talk, if I may say so, from
both parties in connection with this subject of
the exodus. It is perfectly reasonable and
natural that there should be a certain move-
ment of population from east to west, at any
rate until we get to the shores of the Pacific;
whether our worthy friends in British
Columbia will move out to the Sandwich
Islands or not I do not know ; but up to that
limit T think it is natural there should be a
movement from east to west. It is perhaps
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I
not unreasonable either that there should be ' made by Sir John A. Macdonald at Parkdale
a certain movement of population from north | to the same effect. Now, hon. gentlemen, the

to south ; that is, from a very severe climate
t0 a more moderate one. And, hon. gentle-

|

exodus has not stopped ; it has increased, and
the hon. gentlemen are made uncomfortable

men, that exedus, or that change of popula- ’ by it. While on the subject of the exodus,
tion I think, has gone on almost from the:although perhaps it does not come in very

ginning ;

that is, it has been going on properly here, I cannot help making an

more or less for the last 40 or 50 years. The |observation on the rather extraordinary

hon. gentlemen opposite seem to think it|

very unfair and unreasonable that any re-
ference should be made by gentlemen on this
side of the House to this exodus, and that
the Government should be held in any sense
Tesponsible for the exodus. Well, if the

iberal-Conservatives of former times had
0ot held the Liberal Government of that day
responsible, these gentlemen could appeal to
us with a very much better grace ; but the
fact is that when, under the administration
of Mr. Mackenzie, an exodus much smaller
In volume than that which we have had
during the past few years was taking
Place, our Liberal-Conservative friends arose,
not only in Parliament, but all over the
country, and’ denounced the Government
33 being the authors of the exodus and gave
the people to understand that if they were
only put into the places of those miserable
“flies on the wheel ” they would keep the
Population in the country. Now, hon. gentle-
men, you see those rash, unscrupulous and
reckless statements come back again, like
chickens coming home to roost. These state-
ments are now coming back to the hon.
gentlemen, making them feel uncomfortable.

fancy the result of the last census caused
more discomfort in the ranks of the Conser-
Vative party in this country than any publi-
¢ation which has taken place in the last 20
Years. In order to show that I am not
fll‘aWing upon my imagination, I find that,
In the House of Commons, it was moved by
Sir John A. Macdonald, that was when Mr.
Mackenzie was in power, “That this House
18 of opinion that the welfare of Canada
‘equires the adoption of a National Policy
Which by a judicious adjustment of the
tariff, will benefit and foster the agri-
Cultural, mining, manufacturing, and other
Interests of the Dominion ; that such a policy
Will retain in Canada thousandsof our fellow-
®ountrymen now obliged to expatriate them-
seIVPS in search of the employment now

enied them at home.” That was the origi-
Dal National Policy. The exodus was to be
Stopped by the National Policy ; and there
Ban extract given in this paper from a speech

logic of the hon. Minister of Agriculture.
The hon. gentleman from Ottawa in his
speech upon the Address made a reference to
the fact that the population of the county of
Welland, one of the most favoured spots
upon the earth—1I think one would be safe in
saying that—had fallen off by one thousand
during the decade from 1881 to 1891 ; and
the hon. Minister of Agriculture undertook
to dispose of that fact. That falling off
would strike one as a very remarkable cir-
cumstance.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-—I stated that they
went to Hamilton, Toronto, Algoma, Nipis-
sing and Manitoba, and that they were not
all gone to the States.

Hon. Mr. POWER-—Exactly ; that is
the logic. It struck me as very remarkable.
I have no doubt some of these people who
left the county of Welland did go to other
parts of the Dominion ; it would be very
sad if‘all the people who left any part of
Canada went to the United States; and I
should admit that there was some show of
logic in the argument of the hon. Minister,
if he had been able to show that the popula-

I tion of the country, as a whole, had kept up ;

but the fact is that the population which had
increased 17 per cent betwen 1871 and 1881,
increase? only 11 per cent between 1881
and 1891, in face of the fact that the returns
of the Agriculture Department showed that
nearly 800,000 people had come here from
outside ; so that we had lost not onI{; a
good portion of our natural increase, but
had lost the 800,000 who came in besides.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—No; if the hon.
gentleman will allow me, I will give him an
explanation right off on this point, and I
expect I will be called soon to discuss the
very question he is raising now. I want
to inform this House that the basis of the
last census and the basis of the previous
census are not the same.

Hon. Mr. POWER-—Oh well, that is

nothing new.
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Hon. Mr. ANGERS—I beg pardon,
there is a good deal in it.
1881 all the absentees, whether they had
been out of the country for 4 or 5 years,
were included in it.

Hon. Mr. POWER—If the hon. gentle-

In the census of !

man will allow me, that explanation has:

been made already in another place, and
while I am willing to give way for anything
new, I do not feel disposed to give way for
that, if he will excuse me for saying so.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—It has not been
made this session.

Hon. Mr. POWER—If I am not mis-
taken, the Prime Minister made that state-
ment in the House of Commons a day or two
since.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—No.

Hon. Mr. POWER--I will give the hon.
gentleman and the Government the benefit
of it. These hon. gentlemen controlled the
censuses of 1871, 1881, and 1891 ; if the
census of 1881 was a fraudulent one, as the
hon. gentleman seems disposed to statenow —

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—No.

Hon. Mr. POWER—and calculated to
mislead, to make people believe the exodus
was greater than it was, who is to blame for
it?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—It was not fraud-
ulent.

Hon. Mr. POWER—With respect to the
census of 1891, it may be they did not take
as much account of the absentees as they
did in the previous census; but I am satis-
fied as to this : the census as to manufactures,
in 1891, is as misleading and unreliable as

possible, and I am satistied that the bulletin :

with respect to manufactures was put into

its present shape simply in order to try and

get over to some extent the bad feeling
caused by the result of the census as to
population.

The next paragraph which I propose to
say a word about, is the paragraph with res-
pect to Newfoundland. I am very glad
indeed that the relations between the Domi-
nion and Newfoundland are apparently not
quite as strained as they were a little while
ago. With respect to our difficulties with

'

Newfoundland, I think it only fair to myself
perhaps to say that, last session when this
matter was under discussion, I took the
ground that the Government of Canada

'were justified in the course which they took
' with respect to the proposed treaty between
. the United States and Newfoundland. The

position I took to be this: it was not our
duty, it was not the duty of the Government
of Canada to look after the interests of New-
foundland ; it was the duty of the Govern-
ment of Canada to look after interests of
Canada and the people of Canada, and there
is no doubt that the treaty, the protocols of
which were arranged between Mr. Blaine
and Mr. Bond, would be most injurious to
Canada and in my humble opinion exceed-
ingly injurious to Newfoundland. Our
Government looked after the interests of
Canada and the Government of Newfound-

tland looked after her own interests, I pre-
;sume; and the umpire between the two par-

ties was the British Government. The Bri-
tish Government decided infavour of Canada,
and I think that probably the people of New-
foundland, before very long, will rejoice that
it was so ; but there is just one point with
respect to Newfoundland as to which I

_cannot agree with the hon. Minister of
| Trade and Commerce.

In fact the hon.
gentleman’s language may be looked upon
as indicating that the Government had
made up their minds that they were
prepared to take Newfoundland into
Confederation. I do not know whether he
spoke the sentiments of his colleagues, or
whether he simply expressed his own opi-
nion in that matter; but, hon. gentlemen,
there is just one thing which I think the
Government should see to before they take
Newfoundland in ; they should see that the
question of the French shore is settled.
‘We have a number of diflicult questions to
deal with as it is, and that question of the
French shore of Newfoundland is a most

| difficult one; it involves England in diffi-

culties with France continually. And if
England, with all her naval strength, is not
able to secure a satisfactory settlement of

the - French shore ditficulty, how are we

going to doit? Where is our navy? Do
the hon. gentlemen propose, if they take in
Newfoundland, to establish a navy and send
war ships down to guard the interests of
Canada on the French shore? I think it
would be the height of folly for Canada to
take Newfoundland into Confederation until
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that question has been settled. I fancy
rom what one reads in the papers that, as a
hursery for French seamen the Newfound-
!and coast has become of less value ; and it
18 possible that, before long, England may :

able to secure a settlement of the French |
Sl_lol'e question, and then we could consider
dlspa.ssionately the question of taking New-
oundland into the Confederation.

The next paragraph refers to the fact that
the statute of 1887, relating to the Depart-|
ment of Trade and Commerce, and to the
office of Solicitor-General havingbeen brought |
nto force, the appointments were made
Which were contemplated by that Act.
Now, hon. gentlemen, I do not wish to be
Ungracious, because, possibly if it had not

en for the passing of these Acts we should
ot have had the Minister of Trade and
Commerce here, and T think we are all glad
to have him here, and if we had to have a
Conservative brought in, if we were to have
a Conservative to come in from the other
House, T do not know of any one we would

ave preferred to have rather than the hon.
gentleman. I do not think the bringing
Into operation of those Acts is a matter of
congratulation. Those Acts were passed in
the session of 1887, for some political end.
Just what the end was I do not know ;
Probably the hon. Minister of Commerce
knows. " Tt was felt after they had been
Passed that the occasion which called for
their passing had gone by, and although Sir
John A. Macdonald allowed those Acts to
Temain on the Statute-book, he did not put

eém in operation, and I must say that I
think now that they have been brought into |
Operation just for the same reason for which .

ey were passed—for some political end.

t was well enough, perhaps, to substitute

omptrollers for Ministers of Customs and !
Inland Revenue, but I do not think there |
Wwas any necessity for breating a Minister of
T{‘ade and Commerce. Those Comptrollers
Might have been put under the supervision |
of the Minister of Finance, or, we might !
have had a Minister of Trade and Com-|
Merce, and there would have been no neces-
Sity for those Comptrollers ; the Minister of1

rade and Commerce with his ordinary per- |
Manent deputies could have attended toall the |
Work. It would puzzlethemost astute lawyer |
or the most astute politician to tell just what |

Particular useful function the comptrollers of |

ustoms and Inland Revenue are now dis-

could not be done by the Minister of Trade
and Commerce, without their help, and with
the help of his permanent deputies. The
hon. gentleman from Victoria reminds me
that this was explained in the House of
Commons. That is hardly correct, one of
the comptrollersstated he was aboutintroduc-
ing a bill for the inspection of electric light
plant ; and I thinkitwasstatedsubsequently
that this bill hadbeen preparedinthedepart-
ment the year before, It was not necessary
to create a comptroller, a permanent officer,
with a salary of $5,000 a year, for the pur-
pose of doing a work of that sort. This,
hon. gentlemen, calls my attention to the
fact that we have already too many heads of
departments. I think that now there are
either 14 or 15 members of Government in
Canada, and that all, with the exception of
one or two—1I do not know which, as I am
not sure whether the hon. gentleman who
was formerly Minister of Agriculture is still
in the Governmentor not ; but there areone
or two without office, and there are 13 or 14
with offices. Now, hon. gentlemen, I think
it is perfectly absurd that there should be
so many heads of departments in a country
with a population of only 5,000,000. In the
United States, where they have a population
of about 65,000,000, they have only 8 heads
of departments. I am taking our own con-
tinent. InMexico where thereis a population
of eleven and a half millions, there are only 7
heads of departments ; and I think one can
search the world through, go through allthe
British colonies, through all the independent
republics, and even through the kingdoms
on the continent of Europe, and not find a
country where there are so many heads of
departments as in Canada. Now, at a time
when the Minister of Finance, is advocating
economy in everydepartment, it would have
been much better policy not to have in-
creased the number of heads and quasi-heads
of departments.

One paragraph which has led to a great
deal of discussion is that with respect to the
difficulty on the subject of canal tolls. I

'have not very much to say about that. I

think it is very much to be regretted that
two countries which are supposed to be in
the van of civilization, two countries like the
United States and Canada, should be squab-
bling over such small matters. I think that
it is very much to be regretted that these
difficulties could not have been adjusted

Charging, what work they are doing which | without any serious irritation.
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Hon. Mr. ANGERS—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. POWER — As to the merits of
the difficulties, I do not feel that I am pre-
pared to speak ; but I believe in giving the
benefit of the doubt to my own Government,
and I hope that, having taken a decided
attitude, they will maintain it, and that
they will not retreat from the position
which they have taken, in the same way
as has been done in certain other cases.
There was one matter which, I had almost
overlooked, hon. gentlemen, and I daresay a
good many hon. gentlemen may think that
it is a pity I had not; I know my junior
colleague will, and that is, that there has
been a good deal said during the present dis-
cussion about the Liberals running down the

country. I thought we had heard the last
of that; we have had more than one

discussion on that subject here, and hon.
gentlemen of the Conservative persuasion
have been quite unable to point to any
instance where Liberals have run down the
country. To say that the Government is
not what it ought to be, and that this country
has not made the progress which it ought to
have made, looking at its resources and the
energy and intelligence of its population, is
one thing, but to run the country itself down
is another thing. I do not think we are
bound in any way whatever to maintain that
this country is the best governed in the
world. It may be the finest country under
the sun; but we are not bound to believe
that the Government is worthy of the coun-

try ; and I am inclined to think that if we;

had had a better Government for the last ten

years we should have had a much better;

record both in the way of trade and of popu-
lation. I suppose it may be looked upon as a
rather presumptuous thing in me to say any-
thing of a little difference that arose between
the hon. gentleman who moved the Address
and the hon. member from Ottawa. Nodoubt

I may be told that these hon. gentlemen can

settle the matter for themselves, but as a
more or less disinterested bystander, I think
I may state that there was a little mistake
on both sides. The hon. member from Welland
did not speak, as he was understood by the
hon. member from Ottawa to have spoken, of
all Liberals as being pessimists and guilty of
all those offences of which he spoke; but
there is no doubt that the language of the hon.
gentleman from Welland, if one did not hear
every word that he said, was liable to that

construction ; and if I had not been paying
very marked attention to the words he used
that would have been the impression left on
my mind as it was the impression made on
the minds of the hon. member from Ottawa.
Violent and extreme language which may
possibly be allowed on the platform, or even
in the other branch of Parliament, is better
not used here, where we are in the habit of
being very quiet and calm. This little dif-
ference led to the use of very vigorous lan-
guage by the Minister of Trade and Commerce
with respect to the hon. gentleman from
Ottawa, and he was followed by .the hon.
Minister of = Agriculture in equally strong
language.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—I never said any-
thing that was violent at all. T complimented
the hon. gentleman from Ottawa on the style
in which he made his thrust at my hon.
friend from Welland.

Hon. Mr. POWER—-Perhaps the hon.
gentleman did not appreciate the force of
what he said.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS —T fully take in the
sense of every English word that I use,

though I may not pronounce the language
well.

Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. gentlemah
speaks English perfectly. I did not refer
to that at all. There aré numbers of
English-speaking people who do not realize
"the force of the language they use. I think
of that

:T have been sometimes accused
- myself.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—I never was myself
| yet, and when I say a thing I really mean
it.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B. C.)—Then it is
to be regretted.

Hon. Mr. POWER-—-I knew the Minister
of Trade and Commerce was straightfor-
ward and outspoken and meant what he
said: T am glad to know that we have
another Minister of the same kind in this
YHouse. It occurred to me that, considering
 that the hon. gentleman from Ottawa has
;sat in this Senate for 19 years, and never in
‘that time had a serious quarrel with any
'member of the House, that he has never as
i far as T know said a disagreeable or unplea-
Isant thing to any senator, it was on the
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whole rather unseemly that two gentlemen
Who had just come into the Senate should
undertake to lecture him on his deportment
as a member of the House. That was my
mpression. I do not think it was alto-
gether seemly.

}_Ion. Mr. ANGERS—We only protested
against the erroneous statement that the
on. gentleman made.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Name the erroneous

Statement. l

1

'Hon. Mr. ANGERS—The hon. gentleman
Said that the hon. member from Welland
had been defeated. T said that his seat had |

en usurped.

Hon. Mr. POWER—The whole trend of
the hon. gentleman’s language was as I have
Indicated. With respect to the county of

elland, the statement of the hon. gentle-
Man from Ottawa was quite correct. The

on, member who moved the Address had

en defeated in Welland ; that is no dis-
credit to him at all ; many a’zood man has
et with the same fate. It is true that the |
candidate who opposed him was unseated.

ere was a new election and the Liberal
candidate was returned, if I am not mis-

ken, by a larger majority than the gentle- -
man who was unseated. That bears out
the argument of the hon. gentleman from
Ottawa that the people of Welland did not
See eye to eye with the hon. member who
Woved the Address.

defeated. My opponent was elected by cor-

|
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-—I was not really |
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had an insulting word said to me while I
was there.. There is ndt a member of that
body on either side that is not a personal
friend of mine. I have never given cause for
offence in that Chamber : I think I gave no

; cause for offence in this honourable House.

I thought I was entitled to all the courtesy
that any new member of the Senate should
receive. 1 was born and bred and I have
lived my life in this country, with a character
unimpeachable, and if T was defeated I fell
with my face to the foe, what every hon.
i member cannot boast of. When I came to
this House T presumed I would be treated
with that courtesy and respect that was due
to a senator, and I was more than surprised
when the hon. member from Ottawa. the

‘1eader of the Opposition in this House, that

I have known for years, rose and personally
attacked me.

Hon. Mr, SCOTT—The hon. gentleman
entively misunderstood me. I did not assail
him. :

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-—I said when I
was closing my speech that I was unaccus-
tomed to speaking in this House and I
apologized if I had said anything that was
out of the way, and therefore, I think,T was
not deserving of the personal attack that the
leader of the Opposition made on me.

Hon. Mr. POWER—1 did not under-
stand that there was a personal attack.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—TI think it isonly fair
and due to myself after the speech that the
hon. gentleman has made, that T should be

Tupt means. 1 exposed those means and ! permitted to make an explanation. I have
consequently T had the privilege of running 5 not seen the report of my remarks, but I am
again, because the election at which I was quite sure that no statement made by me
Supposed to be defeated was irregular, illegal | Was open to the charge to which we have
and wrong. : just listened. T stated that the hon. gentle-
iman was one of the most honoured and
Hon. Mr. POWER—The question was i respected men in the county of Welland—
What the attitude of the electors of Welland | those are the words T used or something
was towards the present administration. |similar. It was a perfectly fair matter for
What the hon. gentleman says may be per-fcriticism that the hon. gentleman had not
leetly correct ; but there was a subsequentisucceeded in the late election, and I very
election and the Liberal-Conservative candi- | charitably ascribed it to the fact that owing
date was defeated by a very large majority. | to the fiscal policy of the Government many
tbears out the view that the hon. gentleman of his friends had gone elsewhere. Surely
from Ottawa took. i there was nothing wrong in that. It was a
l} perfectly fair argument to use, and I added
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I was nine years | that he was one of the most respected men

8 member of the other House and I never |in the county of Welland.
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Hon. Mr. ANGERS—The hon. gentleman
also added that if the hon. gentlemman had
not been defeated, he would not have been a
member of this House. That was the most
offensive remark that he made.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It was our good for-
tune that he was defeated.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-——If I thought
that my defeat in Welland county had dis
credited me in the estimation of my fellow-
countrymen, I should never have accepted a
seat in the Senate. Lo show that the hon.
member from Ottawa designed an attack on
me, he came prepared with figures to show
that there had been a loss of population in
the county of Welland. When I rose to
apologize and told the hon. member that I
had no reference at all to the Liberal party
when I spoke of the less than a score of
pessimists in the country, and that I
referred entirely to a few annexationists, the
hon. gentleman waved me off with his hand
in a most contemptuous way.

At six o'clock the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

Hon. Mr. POWER resumed his speech.
He said :—

The hon. gentleman from Quinté, and I
think some other hon. gentleman, referred in
terms of satisfaction to the fact that we had
now two ministers in the Senate who are
heads of departments. I think the hon.
gentleman from Delanaudiére expressed sat-
isfaction—a qualified satisfaction—at that
position of things. I quite concur with
those two gentlemen in thinking that it is a
matter for congratulation that we have two
departmental officers in the Senate ; and I
quite agree with the hon. gentleman from
Delanaudiére that the late Sir John Mac-

donald did not show the consideration for'

the Senate which might have been expected.

hon. gentlemen from Delanaudiére and
Quinté in thinking that the Senate has very
much reason for congratulating itself upon
the lines adopted by the present Administra-
tion. We have no fault whatever to find
with the two hon. gentlemen who have been
placed in the Senate as ministers ; but I do
think that, considering the fact thatv this
Senate has almost ever since Confederation
been a Conservative body—that it has faith-

fully followed the Conservative leaders and
has voted as the Conservative leaders wished
it to vote-——

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—No.

Hon. Mr. POWER-—As a rule. There
were one or two exceptious which simply

i make the rule clearer ; and I suppose that

even a Conservative leader would not object
to about one vote in a hundred being given
differently from the way proposed. I say,
considering that fact, it seems a little sing-
ular that a Conservative Premier should not
have found in the Senate which had followed
his party so faithfully and so long, gentlemen
who were deemed suitable to take charge of
the Government business in this House. Tt
is not a matter which concerns the Opposi-
tion ; but I am a little surprised at the fact
that things are so, and I should say that
with its record the Senate had deserved
something different.

A great deal has been said about the
census. It has been referred to by different
speakers and before recess I made some
reference to it myself. I said it was to be
expected thdt there would be a movement
of population from east to west, and also a
certain movement from north to south. Of
course it was understood that the movement
would be within reasonable limits. There
has been a very considerable movement
from England to the West ; but if you will
look at. the last census returns you will find
that the population of overcrowded England
has increased during the decade at about as
rapid a rate as that of young and sparsely
peopled Canada ; and I do not think you
will find any  large section of Great
Britain where the population has been
stationary as it has been in the Maritime
Provinces of Canada. 1 have already

' pointed to the fact that the policy of pro-

tection as introduced by Sir John Macdonald

i had for its avowed object the keeping of our
I do not know that I quite concur with the |

people at home. When one looks at the
census returns given in the official records of
Canada, one finds that whereas the increase
between 1871 and 1881 was 18-97 per cent,
it was only 11-74 per cent in the following
decade. I am not going to say very much
about the census generally, but I find that
in the three Maritime Provinces there has
been substantially no increase. In Prince
Edward Island the increase was only 0-17
per cent; in New Brunswick there was no
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increase ; and in Nova Scotia the increaseé Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington)—It
Was only 2-22 per cent. That is not a very !is a large manufacturing state.

cheering record ; and, it does not matter,
Hon. Mr. POWER I was not aware that

what errors may have been made in the‘ ] (
Census of 1881, hon. gentlemen who come to | Maine was a large manufacturing state. I

this House from the Maritime Provinces are i should like to know fm[‘] my hon.. frie.nd why
Perfectly aware that the population of that New Brunswick or Nova Scotia, is not a
Part of the country is not increasing—there | Flnaxlufacturlll.g province. We have certainly
18 no appreciable increase. In order to in Nova Scot}a a great many more of those
break the force of that fact, hon. gentlemen | resources which go to constitute a manufac-
tell us that there are certain states in the |turing country than they bave in the state
Reighbouring Union where the same con- of Maine. We have coal and iron as the
dition of things exists. The percentage of | hon. gentleman knows, while Maine has not.

Increase in the population of the UnitediI_ should _not think of comparing the pro-
vince of New Brunswick with the state of
Maine. In the old times when America
was first settled, there were settlements
in Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, and
Maine was looked upon, I shall not say
as a god-forsaken wilderness, but as some-
thing very like that. T am surprised that
those hon. gentlemen who are continually
giving us lectures on patriotism would
undertake to institute comparisons between

States as a whole in the decade between
1880 and 1890, was 24'86. The increase in
the North Atlantic states during that decade
Was 19:95 per cent.

Hon. Mr. HOWLAN —What do you call
the North Atlantic States !

Hon. Mr. POWER—1I shall give the
details of the New England States :

p-¢
Pﬂ'centa.ge of increase in Maine............ 187
do do New Hampshire.. 3°31
do do Vermont ......... 0-04
do do Massachusetts... . 2557
do do Rhode Island..... 2494
do do Connecticut ...... 19-84

. Ishould be ashamed as a Canadian to
Institute a comparison between the neigh-

uring provinces of Canada and the three
Northern New England States. One might
8 well compare the Lake St. Jolin country
¥ith Labrador as compare the fertile plains
of Quebec with the rocky hills of New

ampshire and Vermont. These states
Possess almost no natural advantages. The
On. gentleman asked me to compare the
Provinces of Nova Scotia and New Bruns-|
Wick and Prince Edward Island, gifted by |
Rature heyond almost any other part of

I erica, with those states. It is absurd.

am only surprised that the population of .
W Hampshire and Vermont has not:
fallen off very considerably in view of the;
Very easy means of escape from these states. F

thHon. Mr. KAULBACH—What about |
€ state of Maine ? A i

MHou. Mr. POWER—The increase in|
alne was nearly as large asin Nova Scotia. '
8m quite satistied that the hon. gentleman

|

rom Lunenburg will not undertake to com- |

" [ the northern New England States and our

own provinces. Before I leave the census,
I should like to say a word as to a statement
made by the hon. Minister of Agriculture.
The hon. gentleman from Shell River raised
some question as to the value of the bulletin
No. 8, “ Manufactures,” and it was said that
very small establishments appeared in the
bulletin. The Minister stated that, there
were no small establishmentsin the industrial
bulletin, and I think he intimated that as a
rule no place which employed less than 100
men.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—Oh, no, not 100
men; I spoke of the capital.

Hon. Mr. POWER —Capital of $100.
Hon. Mr. ANGERS-—That’s what it is.

Hon. Mr. POWER—AnR industrial ins-
titution with a capital of $100 would not be
extensive.

Hon.
minimum.

Hon. Mr. POWER—The point about the
industrial census is this, that this bulletin
has been conipiled in such a-way as to in-
clude under the head of manufactures a num-
ber of occupations which are generally not

Mr. ANGERS-—That is the

ﬁ""‘e the state of Maine, in the matter of | regarded as being manufactures at all, things
atural resources, with his own province.  [upon which the National Policy, so called,
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has had no beneficial effect, and occupations
which it was not intended to benefit. For
instance, take coopers, carpenters, joiners,
blacksmiths and so on—these are all
included in this bulletin, and it is not
pretended that the National Policy was
intended for their benefit. I do not propose
to take mahy items, but I find set down in
British Columbia an item ¢ gunsmiths.”
There were two establishments ; their plant
and tools were worth $1,350, and there were
three employees. No one would think of
calling these factories. Those are simply
two gunsmiths’ shops, one where the man
was alone and the other where he had a boy
with him, I presume. These little estab-
lishments figure more in the lower pro-
vinces than anywhere else. Here is an es-

tablishment in New Brunswick, there is.

only one of the kind, the value of the ma-
chinery and tools is put down at $800, and
the number of employees, one. That is
simply a man working by himself at his
trade. Now, here is an establishment which

does not come even within the very modest

limit fixed by the Minister of Agriculture.
Under the head “carving and gilding” is
one establishment ; the value of the machin-
ery was $16 ; number of employees, one.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS--That is not put
down as an industrial establishment.

Hon. Mr. POWER —Oh, yes, excuse me,
it is. I am reading from an oflicial bulletin,
and perhaps the hon. gentleman is going
to——

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-—To revise it.

Hon. Mr. POWER-—Perhaps he proposes
to revise it. -

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—Certainly.

Hon. Mr. POWER-—But at present we
have to take what we have got; we cannot
tell what is in the hon. gentleman’s mind.
It may be that he sees the absurdity of
these figures, and may propose to have the
returns revised. It is very much to be re-
gretted that he is not in a position to revise
the returns of population in a satisfactory
way too, although I do not see how he
is to go back now to 1881 and find out just
how many people who were in the United
States and had been there five or six years
were taken in that census. The only way is
to do it in the sensible and honest way in
which the census is taken in England—take

The [SENATE] Address.

'the people who are on the spot when the
census is taken ; that is the only sensible
and reliable way. I find in New Brunswick
a manufactory of agricultural implements ;
there are two of those factories, the value of
the tools, $50, and the number of em-
ployees two. Just fancy calling that a
factory, where there is only one man, and
where the cost of his tools and machinery
is $25; there is only himself; he has
no employees at all. Then here is a
factory for making washing machines
and wringers: there is only one fac-
tory and they have not given any value
of the tools at all, and there is only one
employee. One can form a fair idea of what
the nature of these returns is from these
;samples I have given. I have of course
selected the small ones ; there are some large
lones no doubt. Hon. gentlemen, we have
had a good deal from the Trade Returns. I
do not propose to say very much about the
Trade Returns, but I think it would not be
courteous to the hon. Minister of Trade and
Commerce, and the other hon. Minister who
dealt pretty largely with those returns, not
to say a few words. The hon. gentleman
from Shell River, if I remember rightly,
{ took the ground, and so did the hon. gentle-
man from Ottawa, that the trade of Canada
had not increased in the proportion in which
it should, and I think it was the hon. gentle-
man from Shell River who said that sub-
stantially there had been very little increase
in the commerce of Canada during twenty
years, that in 1873 the commerce was nearly
as great as it is now. On referring to the
Trade Returns, I find that the hon. gentleman
is not very far wrong. In 1873 the exports
were a trifle less than $90,000,000, and the
total imports were $128,000,000, and the
duty paid was $13,017,000. Later on, times
were bad, there was a depression all over the
world, and Canada suffered from that depres-
sion just as other countries did, and the im-
ports and exports of this country fell off
about 1877, 1878 and 1879, and the hon.
gentleman, the Minister of Agriculture, and,
I think, his hon. colleague, attributed that
falling off largely to the blighting influence
of the commercial policy of the Liberal party.
Now, hon. gentlemen, it must be remem-
bered that the trade of Canada had increased
between 1869 and 1874 to a very consider-
able extent, and it did that under the
identical policy which continued in force
until 1879, with the exception, I think, that

!
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In 1876 there was an increase of 2 per cent |
Made in the tariff. That was in the direc-!
tion of the present tariff. So that the
old policy of the Conservatives before 18731
and that of the Liberals up to 1878 was
Practically the same, and the policy—
that is the tariff policy—could have had
Dothing to do with the rise or fall of the!
trade. Then the new policy came in, and |
there was after a time an increase in trade,
N0t on account of the policy, I fancy, but

Cause prosperity returned to Canada as
Well as to other parts of the world; and I

nd that in 1882 the total exports of Canada |
Were $102,000,000 and the imports $119,-
000,000 ; and in the next year, 1883 —ten
Jears ago-—the exports were 898,000,000,
and the imports $132,000,000, and the

gures are very nearly as high as the figures
of last year, which were $113,963,000 exports
38 against $127,406,000 imports. The Trade

eturns fluctuate a little, but there is this
&bout our Trade Returns which you will not

nd in the Trade Returns of the mother coun-
try, old country as she is, that the increase
0 our trade during 20 years has been com-
Paratively nothing; and if we Yook away

€ large additional exportation arising from

® grain of the North-west, the exports of

€ old provinces which were exporting in

878 would not be any greater than they

Were, or very little greater than they were
t en. T notice that the hon. Minister of

8riculture gave us some carefully prepared
Statistics with reference to the duty, and he
Pointed out that we were paying almost no
More duty to-day, no higher percentage,
hat ig the way in which he put it ; the per-
®ntage of duty now was no greater than it

¥as in 1878. "Hon. gentlemen, I think that | -

Tcentages are a very ¢ kittle kind of
attle,” and I think the better way is to
ake the whole burden. In 1878 the total
3mount of duties taken out of the people of

18 country was $12,795,000; in round
:“mbers $12,800,000. In 1891 the total
$‘ln°unt was $23,481,000; that is almost

1,000,000 more. Last year it was not
duite so much as in 1891. "The remission of

© duties on sugar had its effect on the

Uties of last year.

'HOI}- Mr. DEVER—The excise would
Make it ahout, even.

. Hon, Mr. POWER— Probably the excise

ould make it even ; butthere is the fact that |

€ Increase of duties is about £10,000,000.

Now, hon. gentlemen, considering that
our population has increased by a very
small fraction indeed, what are we to
think ¢ We find that the duties paid by
this small population have risen fromn
$12,750,000 in 1878 to $23,500,000 in
1891. Can ady system of percentage or
per capita, or any other sort of necromancy
do away with this fact, that the population
of this country, only half amillion morethan
it was in1878, paysnearly $11,000,000 more
of taxes in the shape of customs duties than
it paid in 1878 7 Hon. gentlemen try to per-
suade us that our burdens have notincreased. .
The hon. Minister of Trade and Commerce,
who, whilehe has the merit of being straight-
forward, has still along with the simplicity
of the dove, just a little of the guile of the
serpent, undertook to persuade this
House from the consideration of the
Trade Returns, that under the National
Policy our dealings with the United States
were falling off, while our dealings with Eng-
land were increasing. Now, hon. gentle-
men, I look at the Trade Returns and I find
that in 1873 our aggregate trade, both im-
ports and exports, with England was $107,-
266,000.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-—-Next year you will
see it was larger.

Hon. Mr. POWER--Yes, next year, 1874,
it was larger. I will read the whole list
down, I am not wishing to beguile the
House, like the hon. gentleman. In 1873
our dealings with the United States were
$89,808,000. For the succeeding years the
figures are as follows :—- .

. -

Fiscal Year ended

Great | United
30th June. Britain. ‘ States.
N T B |
. 108,083,542 ' 90,524,060
100,379,969 | 80,717,803
... 81,457,737 | 78,003,492
' 81,139, 77,087,914
83,372,719 | 73,876,487
67,288,848 | 70,904,720
80,307,286 | 62,696,857
1881..... ... ........... 73,570,337

1886 81,436,808
BB . i e 89,534,079 | 82,767,265
sss . 79,383,705 | 91,053,913
1889, 80,422,515 | 94,059,844
1890 .. 91,743,935 | 92,8147
) S 91,328,384 | 94,824,352
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Hon. Mr. BOWELL—Go on; do not
stop.

Hon. Mr. POW ER—No, I shall not stop.
I know it is not pleasant to have the hon.
gentleman’s attention called to the serious
mistakes he laboured under.* Then the Mc-
Kinley tariff came in in 1892, and our deal-
ings with England were $106,000,000, in-
cluding those eggs, and the dealings with
the States $92,000,000. I do not think that
the Trade Returns quite bear out the view of
the hon. Minister of Trade and Commerce.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD —(B.C.) If we
have the trade it does not make much differ-
ence where it is.

Hon. Mr. POWER—My hon. friend from
Victoria points out that if we have the trade
it makes no difference where it comes from ;
but if the hon. gentlemen opposite make a
point of it, why should not we? The hon.
Minister of Agriculture made some reference
to the discounts in chartered banks being
largely increased. I am not going to argue
much about that point, but I just wish to
call attention to one facv; I find that the
county of Antigonish, the county represent-
ed in the House of Commons by the hon.
leader of the Government, had a loss of
population in the decade ending 1891 of
nearly 2,000 ; that is 10 per cent. The pop-
ulation in 1881 was 18,000 and in 1891 it was
only a fraction over 16,000. Now, I should
be disposed to wager that the discounts
in that county are larger now than they
were in 1881, and I think there is one bank
agency more there now than there was at
that time ; I am not quite sure, but I think
there is ; and Tam satisfied that the county
at the present time is decorated with a great

many more mortgages and things of that

sort than it was 20 years ago.

The hon. Minister of Agriculture made a
reference to the shipping. I believe the
hon. gentleman spoke of the total tonnage
inwards and outwards for 1878 and 1892,
and certainly the tonnage shows a very con-
siderable increase ; but, hon. gentlemen, it
must be borne in mind that in the interval
between 1878 and 1892 sailing vessels had
largely given way to steam. The steamers
which come to our country as a rule are
steamers of very considerable tonnage.

Take the port of Halifax; a steamer of’

remains for an hour and lands a few passen-
gers and the mails and' goes on to land her
freight at Portland, or Baltimore, or some
other point : and she is rated as 4,000 tons
entered and 4,000 tons cleared at Halifax.
That is one of the ways in which this enor-
mous tonnage is made up. That has to be
borne in mind; and this also has to be
borne in mind that, if the hon. gentleman
will look at the Trade Returns, he will find
that the amount of tonnage carried in Cana-
dian bottoms is now less than it was in
1878 ; and if he turns to the report of the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries, he will
find that, on the 31st December in 1873, on
the register books in the Dominion of Canada,
the number of vessels was 6,783, and the
tonnage was 1,073,718 ; and he can follow
that up year after year until he comes to
1878, and he will tind that in 1878 there
were 7,469 vessels with a tonnage of
1,333,015 ; and the next year, 1879, which
is credited by the hon. gentleman to the
Liberal Administration also, there were
7,471 vessels, of a tonnage of 1,332,094 ; and
if the hon. gentleman will look carefully at
this return he will find that, year after year
from 1879, when the National Policy began
to get in its deadly work down to the pre-
sent day, the registered tonnage of Canada
has fallen off, and that in the year 1890 the
number of vessels had dropped to 6,991,
and the tonnage had fallen off something
over 300,000 ; the tonnage had come down
from 1,333,000 to 1,024,000.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Will my hon.
friend find from that book the tonnage built
in Canada from 1874 to 18787

Hon. Mr. POWER--I did not go into
that particularly.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH —TIt isdiminished
by one-half.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I take the tonnage
registered in Canada year after year, and I
find it increased year after year to 1879;
that covers the tonnage built in the country,
does it not ?

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-—No. The ton-
nage built in Canada from 1874 to 1878 fell
off very nearly one-half--vessels built in
Canada.

Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. member

4,000 tons calls in the port of Halifax andican perhaps explain how it is that if the
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tolfln'age built fell off, the registered shipping
continued to increase.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Does my hon.
fend want me to tell him now !

Hon. Mr. POWER —Yes, I

shall be very
glad to hear it.

“

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH— No, 1 shall
Teserve it,

. Hon, Mr. POWER—I do not care to go.

Into all those criteria of prosperity brought
the notice of the House by the Minister
of Agriculture ; he talked about the fact
at there had been more failures in 1878
an last year. If the hon. gentleman had
een perfectly candid he would have said
ere had been more failures in 1879 than
any previous year. The factis that now we
4ve no Insolvent Act, and people do not
ail ; it does not pay as well.

. Hon. Mr. KAULBACH--Tt was the
ault of the Administration just previous to it
~the poverty and depression caused by it.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—-The overdue notes.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Those are criteria
at I, for one, do not cave to go into.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—The overdue notes
Pal‘ticularly.

th

Hon. Mr. POWER-T try to have as few
°L'my own overdue as possible. One state-
Ment made by the hon. Minister of Agricul-

ure struck me as illustrating one practice of
€ hon. gentlemen opposite ; he said that one
of the objects of the National Policy was to
!Minish imports ; there was one year when
1€ Imports fell below the exports, and imme-
lately all the Conservative papers, and num-
®rous Conservative statesmen like our friends
Pposite, began to boast that now the Nation-
al P(flicy was getting in its work, and that
€ Imports had fallen below the exports,
and the next year the exports went up, and
. © same gentlemen triumphantly told us the
v:)‘l_ntry was prosperous. It does not matter
Ich way the thing works, you see it always

$0its them. The hon. gentleman did use

igine arguments which struck me as being

er peculiar. One was that the policy of
e bresent Administration was to make raw
aterials free, and he pointed out what a

Vast quantity of goods came into this coun-

try free because they were raw materials of
! manufactures ; but just a little while after-
| wards the hon. gentieman gave us to under-
‘stand that the necessaries of life were not
. taxed very much, but the duties were got off
iraw materials. Well, if the raw materials
i were free there could not be any duties off
| them, and if there were duties off them they
| were not free.

Then the hon. gentleman pointed out as an
indication of prosperity that the wages of the
toilers in Canada increased, and that as a
irule the wages were higher now than they
had been in former times. Inasmuch as
such a very large proportion of toilers left
the country, I suppose those who remained
behind would naturally expect to get alittle
higher wages. Then the hon. gentleman
began—and I regret that upon his first com-
ing into the Senate, the hon. gentleman
should have thought it proper to get down
from the elevation upon which I think a
minister, particularly a minister in the Sen-
ate, should stand—he began to talk about
commercial union and a combine with the
United States. The policy of a party, I
take it—tbat is the way we deal with the
Liberal-Conservative party—the policy of a

party is to be gathered from the statements
i of its leaders made in Parliament or made
through the press by the authority of the
leaders, and avowedly with their authority.
It will not be found on inquiry that the Li-
beral party ever committed itself tocom-
mercial union. That never was the policy
of the party. I venture to say that I have
some idea of what the,policy was ; and Isay
that that never was the policy. There were
some members of the party who thought
that commercial union was a desirable
policy; but the majority of the party never
thought so, and the hon. gentleman will
{find that in the policy of the Liberal party
jas laid down in Parliament, there was no
"mention of commercial union. The reason
!why the Liberal party did not adopt
! commercial union was that it would have
ideprived Canada of the control of her own
tariff. The only essential difference  be-
tween unrestricted reciprocity and commer-
cial union was just this—that under unre-
stricted reciprocity Canada would have had
control of her own tariff, and under commer-
cial union she would not. The hon. gentle-
man closed his speech, which was an able one,
by a sort of declaration that the policy of
the Liberal party was annexation. T do not
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think that a statement of that sort is credit-i Hon. Mr. BOWELL--If the hon. gentle-
able to a gentleman holding such a position |
as that of the Minister of Agriculture. That'
there are a few annexationists in the Liberal |

party is true, as it is also true that there
are some in the Conservative party ; but we

would not hold the minister responsible for

the proceedings of Solomon White and a
few other hare-brained people in western
Ontario, who happen to belong to the Conser-
vative flock ; and the hon. gentleman will find
it just as hard to discover any considerable
number of Liberals who are annexationists
as he will to discover any considerable num-
ber of Conservatives who profess those views.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—I made an_excep-
tion when I spoke. Isaid I referred to Li-
berals outside of this House.

Hon. Mr. POWER-— The hon. gentleman
had no right to make such a statement. There
was no shadow of foundation for it—he had
no right to say that the Liberals are in any
sense annexationists. There was a good
deal said about Farrer, Wiman and Goldwin
Smith. Who is Mr. Farrer? He is a man
who edited the Mail newspaper when it was
the Conservative organ. He is a free lance.
He afterwards went to the "Globe, because
the Globe offered him a larger salary than
the Mail paid him. He has since left the
Globe and is now I believe in the TUnited
States. He had no stake in Canada and
was responsible for no one but himself. Mr.
Wiman is a man of considerable ability. I
am not aware that he has advocated the
annexation of Canada to the United States—
I think he has taken another line. T never
saw Mr. Wiman but once and then only for
a very short time, and he did not then say
anything about annexation, and as far as I
know, he is not in favour of annexation.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I think my
hon. friend recognizes Count Mercier as one
of his friends in politics.

" Hon. Mr. POWER—No.

Hon.Mr.KAULBACH-—He is recognized
as a leading Liberal and he says that two-
thirds of the people of the province of
Quebec are in favour of annexation.

Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. gentleman
makes a statement that is not correct at all.

man will refer to the speech made by Mnr.
Wiman in Minnesota, and also his evidence
before the Committee on Trade Relations
between this country and the United States,
he will find that Mr. Wiman has stated
clearly that the adoption of commercial
union must of necessity lead to annexation,
and that the Americans who were opposing
it were opposing annexation and that they
had better adopt the principle which he laid
down to bring about that result. I have
half a dozen other extracts from his speeches
in different parts of the country, not only in
Canada but in the United States, which
prove bevond a doubt that his object was
annexation, although he denies it I admit.

Hon. Mr. POWER—AIl I can say is
that Mr. Wiman appears to be a gentleman
whose versatility would qualify him for a high
position in the Conservative party. He can
apparently be whatever suits him at the
time. He was not an avowed annexationist
when he was in Nova Scotia, and I do not
know that he ever posed as an annexationist.
My own opinion about Mr. Wiman is that
he is a gentleman who has made a good deal
of money and is anxious to make himself
known. I do not mean to make himself
notorious, but to make himself a reputation
as a public man ; and that he thinks he sees
a chance to do so by discussing the relations
between the land of his birth and the land
of his adoption. Mr. Goldwin Smith is an-
other gentleman spoken of asa person for
whom the Liberal party are responsible. I
think that is exceedingly unfair. Goldwin
Smith came to this country some years ago.
He is a man who has a faculty for becoming
dissatistied with his surroundings wherever
he is. He became discontented with his
position in England, and went to the United
States, where he remained for a short time.
He then came to Canada and was for several
years an intimate friend of Sir John A. Mac-
donald and a supporter of the Liberal-Conser-
vativeparty. Ipresumehe became dissatisfied
with them as he became dissatisfied with
everything else. He is not now in harmony
with the Liberal party, but appears to be at-
tempting, with no mandate except from him-
self, to bring about the annexation of this
country to the United States. I presume
his efforts in that direction will be about as
successful as in other directions. I do not
think there is any danger of his bringing it
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about ; but I tell hon. gentlemen what danger
th.ere is. The real danger in our relations
With the United States, as I think the most |
Serious danger, arises from the fact that!
gentlemen occupying positions like that of
t e hon, Minister of Agriculture can rise in
their places and talk of a large proportion of
the people of Canada as being annexation-
18ts.  That is what is going to make our re-
lations with the United States difficult in the
Uture, We find now that it is claimed in
the United States that there is a large pro-
Portion of our population in favour of annex-
ation,and that theright thing for the United
tates is to hold on and refuse to give the
Jominion favourable commercial relations,
and thus force Canada into the union. The
On. gentleman, and the men who talk with
Im in that way, are doing the country more :
harm than all the Globes and other Liberal
‘P&pers in the Dominion.

Hon. Mr. HOWLAN _—Before 1 proceed-
answer the hon. gentleman from Halifax,

€t me congratulate him upon the temperate
and moderate style in which he has addressed
e House. Whether it was the convincing
Proofs placed before him by the hon. gentle-
men who occupy the Treasury benches or !
fot, T cannot state, but I must do him the
Justice to say that he has considerably
Modified his views, and I think for the
bettf?l‘- I congratulate him that he is
®ming to see Canada with perhaps more
Patriotic eyes than before. The most extraor-
hary fact to me is this, whilst the rea-
Soning of the Opposition seems to be that
® population has grown no larger, no one
€nles that the volume of trade into and out
Of the country has increased. It takes more
Money jn the banks and a larger number of
uds to do the business ; larger sums of
Money gre deposited in the savings banks,
and T cannot understand, if the contentions
ﬂf the Opposition are correct, how that
aPpens. It seems strange that while popula-
'on has grown no larger, the trade of the
Sountry has increased by some $100,000,000.
:* We are doing that much more business it
18 evident that we must be earning more. If
Jou discuss the matter with bankers they
Wil tel] you that more money is required to
e business of the country. If you

wf" © Inquiries at the customs office you
1l find that the imports and exports are
arger. If you investigate the character of

the articles which make up the imports of

the country and are consumed in the
Dominion, you will find that they are
of greater value: yet we are told that the
country is not progressing. As my hon.
friend from Marquette remarked, it is very
hard to understand these figures. I desire
to congratulate the Government on having
given this branch of Parliament two of the
most important portfolios in the Govern-
ment ; and I think the supporters of the
Administration in this House must agree
that the Senate of Canada has in the person
of the Minister of Trade and Commerce, a
man who has proved himself in the different
public positions he has occupied, worthy the
confidence of the country and of the Senate.
The Minister of Agriculture cannot come to
us as a Minister of green things, for we are
not very green here. He occupies a most
important position. Agriculture forms one
of the largest items of export in Canada.
Whatever ground for grumbling there may
have been in the past with regard to the re-
presentation of the Government in this
House that is done away with, and I think
the Government have more than made up
for any remissness in the past, by sending us
two such able and distinguished gentlemen
as the Ministers of Trade and Commerce and
Agriculture. T wish to say one word with
regard to my old leader, whose health, I hope,
is recovering. I wish to thank him for his
universal courtesy, his great ability and his
extreme modesty on all occasions while he
was leader of this House, and T ean tell the
hon. gentleman who follows him that he will
find it difficult to make such a record as Mr.
Abbott did and merit such popularity. Our
late leader left this House followed by the
good wishes and the good opinions of those
who remain behind him. The gravamen of
the charge against the Government may be
placed under three heads—first, that it is
misgoverning the country. That charge was
made from every platform and through the
Opposition press by able men throughout
the country, and the question was discussed
by both sides before the public. What was
the reply ! Itis true we were told at the
close of the general election that the verdict
of the people was only given by what one
leading member of the Opposition was
pleased to describe as the “ runts and patches
of the Dominion.”

Hon. Mr. POWER—If the hon. gentle-
man wishes to quote the member for Oxford
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he should do so correctly ; the expression
used was “shreds and patches.”

Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—Well, I can say
for the “shreds and patches” of the Do-
minion that we helped to preserve the con-
stitution of the country. We are on the
frontier, and we discharged our duties and
held the fort, whilst the remaining portion
of the Dominion proved conclusively that
the heart of Canada beat in unison with the
shreds and patches. Now, what do the Op-
position propose ¢ Do they suggest an altera-
tion of the platform by which this country
was carried in the last election? What do
their leaders say? Protection was the one
great issue in the appeal to the people; our
opponents said it would be impossible to
carry on the business of the country if any
important change was made in the policy
under which we live to-day—that it would
interfere with the monetary and banking
institutions and land the Dominion in ruin
within six months after its adoption. They
say : “ We do not propose to do that; we
propose to let down the bars quietly one by
one.” It puts mein mind of an old story
about a gentleman who lived in the Southern
States and owned a dog with a long tail.
He said to one of his servants “ I want you
to take out that dog and cut off part of his
tail.” Next morning he heard cries of dis-
tress from the dog and supposed the opera-
tion was performed, but the next morning
there was ‘a repetition of the noise, and
again the following morning. He asked
the servant what was the matter, and
the reply was, “Massa, I was afraid to
cut off too much, so I cut it off piece
by piece.” The policy of the Opposition
is to cut off the tariff piece by piece. Have
they made any proposition beyond that?
Some of them talk about free trade—how
could we have free trade in this country !
How can any Government hope to remain in
power that proposes to adopt free trade where
we have $12,000,000 or $13,000,000 interest
to pay on our debt! It isimpossible to dis-
cuss the question from that stand-point. We
have heard it stated here that the Conserva-
tive party is learning—learning from whom ?

From the Liberal party the hon. gentlemen |

say. The Liberal-Conservative party have
been carrying on the business of the country
and as its revenues increased and were found
more than sufficient to meet the expenditure,
taxation has been reduced. As has been

‘stated here to-day the Government took the
~duty off tea, coffee and sugar, and repealed
' the stamp duties; and I suppose from time
to time, as the exigencies of the country re-
quire it, they will continue in the same course.
To do more than that would be to ruin our
credit. No one has attempted to gainsay
that the credit of Canada stands higher than
that of any other colony of the Empire. Nay
more, she is taxed less. The Conservative
party of Canada has accomplished what no
other portion of Her Majesty’s Empire has
ever undertaken—what not even the Empire
itself hasattempted. Five millions of people
grappled successfully with the problem of
building 6,000 miles of railway across the
continent, through a country the greater part
of which was without a settlement and much
of which was an unexplored wilderness, and
at the same time retained their credit unim-
paired. How often have the older members
of this House heard the projectof the Canadian
Pacific Railway condemned. We were told
that to undertake to build such a railway
was ‘“ midsummer madness "—that the older
provinces would be taxed bevond endurance
land that the end would be the destruction
of the Confederation ; but when that policy
proved to be a successful one—when it was
established beyond a doubt that the pros-
perity of the Dominion was increased and
that the railroad was a success from the
beginning—that the exports and imports
continued to mount up, what did we see?
With a country prosperous, with a treasury
coverflowing and everything going on quietly
. but surely, as is proved by the increasing
-exports and imports, the Opposition, finding
that they could not destroy the Dominion
“in any other way, abused the land which
i gave them aliving, ran it down and belittled
‘it in the eyes of the world as far as
| they could ; yet they ask the people of the
. Dominion to believe that they are Canada’s
|friends. We had from the hon. member
i from Marquette a parody on Tom Hood’s
1 “Song of a shirt,” the refrain of which was
itwenty-five per cent. You would have
{ thought from the manner in which he read
: that song that outside of Canada there was
no twenty-five per cent, that all was free
trade. He forgot to tell the people of
Canada and this House, and he forgot to
inform himself of the fact, that there wasno
twenty-five per cent refrain across the
border. He would find, if he lived in that
Eldorado, that the refrain would be some-




The [FEBRUARY 2, 1893] Address. 97

: -
t}ling different, that it would be something} Millions.
like sixty-five per cent. We have on the 1886............................ s 190
a'ilthority of Congressimnan J. D. Warner, of ! }ggé ..................................... ..:g'f
New York City, a published list of one|ygq ' //1711111 I By,
hlm.dred huge trusts now in operation in the 1890.............. ....................... 219
United States of which the following are a; 1891....................... Ll 218
few specimens : 11892 ... 241
Name. Duty. ' A man whq travelled through Cal}ada twenty
Axe Trust............. s 45 per cent | Y€ATS ag0, 111 travel}mg through it now must
rax Trust ..........................3c. per Ib| be very dull indeed if he cannot see evidences
toom Trust ........covuiininn... 40 t 1

B“tt()lll Tr;llit 55t 100 I;: Ez:t of prosperity everywhe‘re. Every one -of us

Cappoiy T TRST: e - must have observed in this very city of
artridge Trust. . ........... ..o .. 45 per cent 1 .

Casket Trust..........ccoevveee nn. 45 per cent Ottawa the steady growth of the prosperity

Castor Oil Trust...............o.c... 80c. per gal | of the people. I was surprised to hear my

(‘05“‘%9 Trust.................. 75 to 24c. per Ib! hon. friend from Halifax say that the Mari-
:(,‘,\,t&';?:‘,}g‘lslt“ U l;(())('pg,eig,?: ' time Provinces had not increased in twenty

Glove Trust .. ... 70 per cent . Y©2IS.
arvester Trust...................... 45 per cent - .

White Lead Trust. .....ovevrirnnnnn.. ‘32 per 1b Hon. MI POW _ER—I did not say _th‘?y
inseed Oil Trust................... 32 per gall ‘had not increased in twenty years, I said in
atnieal Trust.............ccovvuune.. lc. per Ib | ten vyears.

.P"‘Pel"bag Trust . .ooovevenenninanene. 25 per cent | J

Plate Glass Trust............... -Av. 100 per cent Hon. Mr. HOWLAN-—Well, let us see
(i’gf'%rffs“tﬂ"y Teust .......... 74 to ]1625’“ ::Illlt) how much truth there is in that statement.

Sunitary Ware TEUSE. .« vonrennnn .. .55 I;ef cent . Take New Brunswick and Nova Scotia and
AW Trust. . ...ovviiaennanes 30 to 40 per cent let us see what the figures show, arranged

‘%?:Pl Trust....... ...l 20 to 40 per cent  upon a per head basis, as to the amount of

S“;aﬁr“;ig”‘“ """""""""" 313'1439});2:(;]1; , money invested in manufacturing :— |
eazel TrUSt. « oo o030 per cent | N.B. N.S.

“ﬁu Paper Trust.................... 25 per cent Invested inland................ $ 3.00 $3.70
Ygndt}w Glass Trust........... 68 to ]?;g per cent | Invested in buildings............ 12.80 8.60
dre Trust. .. .....ooooeiininn . 45 to 60 per cent | Invested in machinery .......... 17.00 10.40

“‘7001 Hat Trust............... 66 to 112 per cent | Working capital. ... y ........... 19.00  19.50

rapping Paper Trust............... 25 per cent  Qutput 1891 ................... 7370 67.10
. . “Output 1881 ................... 57.40 42.10

Lam sorry that my hon. friend is not here | Capial 1891 invested . . ...’ 5170 42.20

night with his twenty-five per cent. He | Capital 1881 invested........... 26.10  23.10

8ays that the National Po]icy has not in-| Increase capital invested, 98 per cent 82.6 per
Creased the business of the country. No f cent.
. " . IR =
tter evidence to the contrary can be found | Increase outp.ut 0'\ er 1891....... ..8.2 59.3
an the following statement from the official | Yet my hon. friend says there is no change
Teports of the aggregate trade of Canada! —nO improvement. It is a fact beyond any

rom year to year :— question that with regard to the Maritime
Millions Provinces trade has changed and gone into
1868 T .different channels, but there is another
W869. 71 T 13 branch of trade which is never found in
}gZ" ...................................... 148 these books, though it is very large, and
. 13'7_; ----------------------------------- .. 170 ' that is t}'le inter-provincial tra:de. Tbls is
1873 (1t g:;'i the solution of the apparent falling off in the
W14, LI g shipping. My hon. friend talks about the
R ppp P 201 |ships of twenty years ago and compares
1877 I e l(é them with the Sl’llpS n()w T.wen'ty-hve
Lg7g 777 };2) years ago we were building ships in the
Isfg 11 (S Maritime Provinees to send abroad for sale.
lsg? ...................................... 174| Now we are building them to own and run
I e e 204 | them, and we have one of the finest fleets of
8RR "1t 222| fishing vessels in the world. Even the
I8y 1T 20| nited States has nothing to equal our fish-
1885, L 108 | ing vessells.
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Hon. Mr. POWER—Why do they not
register them ?

Hon. Mr. HOWLAN —They do register
them.

Hon. Mr. POWER-—Not according to
the Trade Returns.

Hon. Mr. HOWLAN —My hon. friend
must know about these vessels when he sees
them at home. A large amount of the busi-
ness is done in the city of Halifax. The
vessels have grown double in size during the
20 years. The bank fishing was done 20
years agoin vessels of 70 tons ; it is now done
in ships of 140 tons, and there are no finer
vessels afloat. My hon. friend spoke about
vessels entering at night and going out in
the morning—vessels of 4,000 tons. One
would think that that was a new departure.
That has been the custom and manner in
which all these records are kept. It is the
same way wherever records are kept, and
here at a meeting of the Toronto Board of
Trade less than 20 years ago we were re-
minded—in speaking of shipping owned in
the Maritime Provinces and claiming that
we owned 44 tons or 45 tons for every man,
woman and child in the Maritime Provinces
—that there was more shipping entered and
cleared from Toronto Harbour than all the
ports of the Maritime Provinces. I was

puzzled toaccount for it at the time, but it
was explained that even the colliers running |

between Rochester and Toronto were put
down every trip. Isany one who knowsany-
thing about the lake business of the upper
lakes prepared to state that there are not
more vessels on the lakes now than there
were 20 years ago? Is he prepared to state
that there are not more tons of shipping on
theupper lakes, that thereis not more freight
carried ? T think not, because if he does, the
recordshere would show that he is mistaken.
The lake trade shows that the tons of freight
carried in and outby vessels in 1878 amount-
ed to 2,178,646, while 14 years afterwards,
in 1892, it amounted to 2,791,552 tons, or
an increase of 612,906.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—What is
the hon. gentleman quoting from ?

Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—From a memo-
randum taken from the blue books.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.) —What blue

books—Trade and Navigation Returns !

.

Hon. Mr. HOWLAN —Yes. It must be
borne in mind, in connection with this state-
ment, that we have increased our railway
accommodation very much in that period.
In addition to the Canadian Pacific Railway,
there are several other new roads in exist-
ence now, aiding and assisting in doing the
business of the country, and the Grand
. Trunk Railway has doubled its track.
I With regard to the ocean tonnage, take
the tons of shipping, seagoing, with cargoes.
In 1884 there came in and went out of
Canada 4,912,455 tons, while in 1892 the
ramount was 7,942,718  Taking the tons of
'merchandise brought in and taken out,
‘in 1878 there were 6,666,538 tons, while in
11892 there were 8,585,944 tons, or nearly
two millions of tons more. Here are facts
i which cannot be gainsaid. With regard
to the next point, we are told that Canada
is a dear country to live in, that the taxes
are driving the people -away to the United
 States, and that strangers are coming in to
| take their place. That is a statement which
; has been made in this House within the last
two or three days. Is it true that Canada
is taxed more per capite than other coun-
tries? Let us look at the facts. The following
is a statement of the equivalents of taxation
per head last year in the chief English-
speaking countries :—

United Kingdom......................... $ 9.47
Western Australia......... ............. 20.68
Queensland.............................. 20.33
New Zealand............ ............ ... 16.32
Victoria . ....... ... ..o i 14.05
Tasmania.............cc0viiiveen oo, 13.68
New South Wales,.................... ... 12.26
Newfoundland........................... 6.40
United States........................ ... 6.21
[Canada..... ... ... i 6.03
idamaica. ... ... 4.03
; Cape of Good Hope............. ... . ... 3.73

. Now in the face of these facts it is extra-
ordinary to hear hon. gentlemen decrying
their own country and representing that it
'is going to ruin. Now, let us take the taxa-
ition per head last year in Furopean coun- -
‘tries, and compare it with the taxation in
Canada :—

.

France..... ....................... e $13.11
‘Netherlands. .......... .. ............ ... 9.04
Ttaly..........oo 8.22
Spain......... .. ..o 8.05
Portugal................................ 7.35
Austria-Hungavy......................... 6.24

The taxation of Canada was less than in any
of these countries. I was surprised to hear
the remarks of the hon. gentleman from




The [FEBRUARY 2, 1893] Address.

99

Mal‘quette about the lower provinces and
®Specially New Brunswick. With a grand
flourish he told us that the saw-mills and
tanneries in New Brunswick had diminished
' number during the last twenty-five years.
e explanation of the apparent decrease is
€asy. Twenty-five years ago there were a
8reat many small saw-mills in New -Bruns-
Wwick along the rivers and creeks where tim-
©r could be had, but now the lumber busi-
hess is done in very much larger saw-mills,
™un by steam, and I have no doubt that if
We had the statement of the number of hands
and the capital employed in New Brunswick
. the lumbering industry, it would be found

at there was an increase instead of a
€Crease,

thHOI-L Mr. DEVER-—I do not believe
iere is one-third as much. Take, for in-

Stance St. John, how many are there in St.
ohn now ¢

b Hon. Mr. HOWLAN —Well, Mr. Gibson
nas_a pretty good one. Then about the tan-

fries, we know that there are some tan-
Reries that were not in existence in New
i 'unswick twenty five years ago, and in that
Ostance also it would be found on examina-

n10r§ that while there may be fewer tan-.
eries there are more hands employed, and |

:’ arger ameunt of capital is embarked in
s ® Industry. Tt is absurd to say that there
(€8s money invested in manufacturing in
1S country to-day than there was twenty-
e years ago, or at any time in the past.
Su-"ery one who hears me must know that
Ch a statement is not capable of proof. I

in ;i"e that there is more manufacturing

e city of Montreal alone to-day than:

with the subject. No one could help hear-
ing it. In the hotels, everywhere, one
could hear the statement made that if the
people of Canada had an opportunity to
vote, and were not kept down by Govern—
ment bayonets, they would register their
votes in favour of annexation. It will never
be known, until the present generation passes
away, and the correspondence is made pub-
lic, how far the movement was carried. It
will then be known what the men who com-
pose the Government of Canada to-day had
to endure to save the country. We hear
the Opposition to-day repudiating Farrer,
but the repudiation comes late ; Mr. Farrer
has gone across the border. How is it that
throughout the length and breadth of the
United States, go where you will, if you
have a confidential friend, he will write you
to know if there is any alteration with regard
to those ideas and opinions which prevailed
in his early manhood—that he has been told
that we are all ready for annexation. Who
told him the story? Was it the Liberal-
Conservative party of Canada? Not a man
of them would do it. Let me give you a
sample of something only a few days old. Tt
is as follows :—

CONTINENTAL UNION.

It is now apparent that the movement in the
Dominion of é)anada toward casting its lot with
the continent to which it belongs, has begun in
earnest. It is spreading alike to the country dis-
tricts, and to the towns and cities throughout
Manitoba, Ontario and Quebec, and also in_the
Maritime Provinces and adjacent islands, It is
supported by statesmen and political leaders of all
grades and parties, and finds its adherents in all
occupations and callings without reference to orgin
or race. Similar movements have been begun
before, and more than once they promised to result

€rewas in all Canada twenty years ago. We ' in the independence of Canada and its smalgamation
ave heard a great deal of talk with regard | with the United States; but none of them ever

of the position in which Canada stands, and
r

fo th
0 too
election
e D
Press,

1
dea of annexation was promulgated. We

OW that men in Boston met representa-

'th with regard to annexation. Any one|
k an active part in the last general ' We are here in a representative capacity in’
knows that everywhere throughout
ominion, on the platform, through the | sentiments publicly in Canada and be
by circulars, and in every way the ! elected? Still, it is being spread abroad as
“the views of our people.
'who is honest enough to openly advocate

became so general as the one now claiming our

. . . | attention, or reached such magnitude in so short a
e 1 g ’ . .
nouncing the ideas and opinions put | gime of renewed agitation.

this House. Can any man enunciate such

T honour the man

'Ves from Canada and discussed the question | annexation if he believes in it, but he has

QPeIlly
or t*Wo

o .
Car fro gentlemen were taken in a pullman

m Boston to New York, Baltimore,

};itladelphia, Washington and Richmond, to

- More than that, we know that one  no right to belie me and my family and my
‘\ reputation for loyalty.

‘Hon. Mr. MCINNES (B.C.)—Who is the

er the movement, and the press rang|authority ?
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Hon. Mr. HOWLAN-. It is the New
York Sun.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—By whom
was the article written ?

Hon. Mr. HOWLAN——TIt is an editorial
in the New York Sun. I have herea letter
from Toronto, written by Mr. Farrer to Mr.
Wiman. Tt is as follows :—

ToroxTO, 22nd April, 1889.

My DEar MR. Wiman,—Our Ottawa man will
send a good summary of your speech, so that on
our account you need not go to the trouble of pre-
paration. At present the commercial union move-
ment is at a standstill. First of all, the Jesuit agi-
tation, which is here to stay, has to some extent
supplanted it. Secondly, the general belief is that
the Republicans would mnot listen to any such
scheme. Thirdly, a very large number of people
are inclined to think that we had hetter make for
annexation at once, instead of wasting two bites on
the cherry. Lastly, the old parties here arerapidly
breaking up, and when Sir John goes we shall be
adrift without a port in sight, save annexation.
Moreover, although the Liberals have taken up
commercial union, they are not pushing it with
any vigour. For these reasons the Maw has, in the
slang of the day, given the subject a rest. There
is really no use talking it up to a people whose poli-
tics are in a state of flux, and whose future is
wrapped in doubt. I saw Mr. Hoar, while at
Washington, and told him just what he says I did,
namely, that the smaller forces favour annexation
and will favour it all the more if commercial union
be withheld. It seems to me, and I have talked
the thing over lately with maritime members as
well as with Manitobans, that commercial union
would only delay the coming of the event those
people most desire. Hence, in the provinces refer-
red to, commercial union does mnot take hold,
whereas annexation will always demand a hearing.
In Ontario the Jesuit campaign has brought that
aspect of things home to thousands who would not
look at commercial union. The littleness and half
heartedness of the Liberals is also very dishearten-
ing. Then, again, the truth is that every man who
preaches commercial union would prefer annexa-
tion, so that the party is virtually wearing a mask.
Can’t you come round this way and have a talk ?

Yours verytraly,
(Signed.) E. FARRER.

Here is the answer :—

Housg 0F REPRESENTATIVES, )
WasHINGTON, D. C., April 25th, 1889.

Erastus Wimax, Esq.,
314 Broadway, N. Y.

DEAR Sir,—I am greatly obliged to you for send-
ing to me the proof-slipsof the ‘“ North American”
article, and have been much interested also in Mr.
Farrer’s letters which surprised me somewhat as I
did not think from his conversation, which gave me
a very favourable impression, that he would be so
eagily discouraged. The reasons he gives existed
before the commercial union began with greater

}\ force than to-day. The Republicans as protectionists
. it was apprehended would be against it. They ave
inot. ‘Their representatives vote for it, their news-
papers have received it kindly, and often with warm
approval, the Jesuit agitation, which has taken the
place of commercial union in his mind, is largely
sentimental and will probably not last long. The
other, commercial union is a business question that
concerns each citizen, and in a way which he doesnot
understand at first, but sees more and more clearly
the more he talks intelligently about it. There is
some logic in what Farrer says of not waking two
hites of a cherry, but going for annexation at once,
but I think he is misled on that point in a way
that often occurs. Where a man is thinking much
on a point and discussing it, he is liable to narrow
his horizon to those within his reach ; and his own
mind, and perhaps those he meets having passed
on by discussion to distant results, he takes it for
granted that the wide world which is so wonder-
fully slow, has kept up with him and has the
sameresults in sight. We must be very patient
with the slow moving popular mind. If the
Canadian public of farmers, artisans, lumbermen,
miners ans\ fishers can be in three years argued up
to the point of voting commercial union and giving
sanction to the movement in Parliament, it will be
great progress, slow as such movements are, the
comforting thing is that they never go backward.
To youn personaﬁy it ought to be in your moments
of reflection a consolation that long hereafter, when
this ball which you set rolling has gone on and on
and finished its work, every one may then look back
and see and appreciate the service (ﬂme to mankin‘l
by the hand that set it in motion. I shall look
with interest for what you say in Ottawa. *‘The
North American Review ” article will have a
powerful tendency to keep our public men from
scattering away on annexation next winter, and I
hope we can get the offer of commercial union
formulated into law. T return the proof slips of
the article and the letter of Mr. Farrer.
Very truly yours.
(Sgd.) R. R. HITT.

P.S.—Just received yours of yesterday with

Goldwin Smith’s ; it reads admirably.

That shows exactly where the stream of
opinion comes from ; it shows just how these
articles are formulated. You would think
{rom the way our neighbours speak of Canada
that they have nothing to do but to come
over and buy the whole place. The article
in the New York Sun from which I have
already quoted continues :—

And why should not every American citizen
approve, work for, and welcome the accomplishment
of such a destiny for the whole of the continent
north of the Gulf of Mexico? Considered from &
purely selfish point of view, the advantages to be
gained by the United States would appear to be
enormous. So rapid has been the increase of our
population, that nearly all the arable public land
within our borders has been taken up and brought
under cultivation. There is but little more that
can be utilized, except by theaid of irrigation, an
the preparation of works for that service is slow
and costly. Already our people are pressing agninst
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the_ borders of Manitoba and looking upon the
Plaing that lie beyond.
mil l!le area of Canada is fully three and a half
inlllm} square miles, or almost as much as our own,
s((‘ uding Alaska. Of this vast expanse, 1,300,000
1Uare miles have heen officially reported to the
Ominion Government as suitable for growing
a fat and barley, 500,000 suitable for Indian corn,
'd much of the rest for grasses. It contains 130,-
8Guare miles of coal lands, besides vast areas of
8t, and of iron aud other mineral deposits.
e €re can be no doubt of the value or producti-
ess of the Canadian possessions or of the health-
Uness of the climate, and yet after more than a
llndr.er.l and thirty years of colonial life the whole
ritish Awerica contains a population of less
five million souls.

fore

t ha,n

So it goes on through this able article of |

b ree columns. Where does all this informa- |
lon come from? Has it been sent to the|

. ®W York Swun by any member of the Lib-
Yal-Conservative party? Not likely. Then

T';IW do they get our household secrets?
‘ere must be some secret way by which
1S 1s going on. :

Hon, Mr. POWER-—Probably Farrer is
ory emissary in disguise.

mH(‘m. Mr. HOWLAN-The hon. gentle-
an knows more about him than I do. In:
1Sarticle the writer speaks in a familiar way |
anada, and points out its vast wealth
Importance—you would think he was
Vertising the country for sale. Let me
it YOu one thing-—in my humble judgment
N Will be a long time before the flag is
Wered in Canada. If England were to lose
3nada she would soon lose Australia, and
th: 1;)88 of Australia would be followed by
0ss of India, and England would soon

) hm}lbled to the position of a fifth-rate
no'vel‘ in Europe. That is something which
fut,man who looks forward with hope to the
ure of the human race would like to see.
tha‘:o“ld be one of the greatest misfortunes
pol; could occur to mankind. England’s
1y is to confederate all her possessions
and t}?lake them one, unite the empire
.en we will not have our neighbours
Séssimg of coming over here and taking pos-
o bon of Canada as if they had nothing to
ou ‘t“’,to buy it. Our duty is to hold this
2try and develop our North-west with
Ple from the older countries. I was glad
thatear my hon. friend from Halifax say
arit,]‘e would be pleased if the people of the
Sm 'me Provinces, who leave their homes,
n of the Anglo-Saxon race are inclined
% would go to the North-west part of

and

C

our - Territories and settle under their own
flag and institutions. I was glad to hear
him express those patriotic views. The duty
of every patriotic Canadian is to unite on
some immigration policy that will people our
North-west Territories. There is no such
land in the United States as we possess.
We have the only lands which can be offered
to the people of the world ; and, I repeat,
our duty is to open up our western country
for settlement and fill it with a population
that will trample down those ideas of annex-
ation and those unpatriotic sentiments, so
that Canada will be respected at home and
abroad, and occupy that position which God
and nature intended her to 61l

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH —I have been
consulting with some of my friends, and
looking at the voluminous notes which I
have here, and understanding the Govern-
ment is desirous that this debate should
close to-night, I am doubtful whether I
should inflict upon the House such a long
discussion as my figures and papers would
necessitate. They say that at times I am
pretty long winded and when I rise to speak
T never confine myself to the time allotted
to me ; therefore, T think T am meeting the
wishes of the Senate-—which I generally
like to conform to—when I state that,instead
of going through the arguments of the
various gentlemen, 1 will defer my remarks
until the question will come up in a broader
way. I believe the hon. gentleman from Mar-
quette has a notice on the paper of a
motion to discuss the trade policy of the
country ; therefore, I shall not trouble the
House to-night, except to say that I am
quite in accord with all that has been said by
my .hon. friend who has just taken his
seat, and I believe we have got one of
the best and noblest countries on the
face of God’s earth—a noble heritage if we
take care of it and are patriotic. This coun-
try has great resources, which we can
develop, and make Canada as prosperous as
any portion of the British Empire; but we
are not to be governed by the pessimist doc-
trines laid down by the Opposition, who
desire to belittle the country and belie it ;
and I think it would be a sad day if they
got in power again. They have a record ;
it is before the people, and the people know
to what a slongh of despond they brought
the country. Ihope the day will never come
when they will be at the head of affairs. I
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am reminded, by the record of the Grit party ' the population she should have had. I

in Parliament and the country, of the lines

of Dr. Isaac Watts :

Each travelling in a different way,
But all the downward road.

That is the path they are in; T know
the people of this country feel it ; and they
believe that their only safety is to stand by
the party that has carried them so far to
prosperity, and will carry them still further
on the same way in the future.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B. C.)—1 believe
every province of the Dominion has been
heard from in this discussion but the Pacific
province, and I think it is only fit and
proper, coming as I do from British Colum-
bia, that her voice should be heard on the
floor of this Parliament on this particular
occasion. I will not attempt to follow in
the footsteps of a great number who have
preceded me in talking stale, worn-out poli-
tical i-sues of the past-—issues that have been
dead and buried a quarter of a century ago,
but will briefly deal with a few living and
practical questions. T am proud to stand
here and say that the province from which
I hail is increasing and is prosperous. It is
prosperous, highly prosperous when com-
pared with the eastern provinces of this
great Dominion of ours. It has prospered
for the last 15 or 20 years, especially for the
last 10 years, at a greater ratio than any
other portion of the Dominion ; and I verily
believe it will continue for years to come to
develop much faster than any other portion
of Canada. Yet, [ am sorry to say that ]
am forced to state that she is not pros
pering as she should ; she is not making
those rapid strides, either in population
or in developing the vast and varied resour-
ces of the province that she should do. She
is prospering, not in consequence of the fiscal
policy of the Government but in spite of the
many obstacles thrown in her way-——the
niggardly and unjust treatment of the Gov-
ernment. The leader of the Opposition in
this House a few days ago compared several
of the provinces with adjoining states of the
Union. In making those comparisons he
compared the new state of Washington with
British Columbia. Now, in the last ten
years, although British Columbia possesses
probably more natural and undeveloped
wealth and greater opportunities for deve-
lopment and attractions to immigrants, yet

she has fallen short I believe, by 200,000 in

regret to say that nearly every time that I
wend my way westward over the Canadian

! Pacific Railway, or over the Northern
| Pacific Railway, the vast majority of the

emigrants who pass over the great province
of Manitoba and the North-west Territories
through to British Columbia and the coast,
immediately step on board of the steamer at
Vancouver or take the railway at Mission
City and pass down to the Pacific states of
the great Union ; and it is only a small
portion that remain in Manitoba, the Terri-
tories or in my province. The question may
be asked why is such the case when our
natural resources and tempting inducements
are held out to intending settlers to settle
in our province and develop our vast resour-
ces which are equal, if not superior, to
those south of us, when our climate
is equally good, if not superior,—the
question then arises, what is the reason that
this vast tide of emigration flows through
our own country and passes to the great
country to the south of us? The only reason
that I can assign for it, hon. gentlemen, is
this, the unwise, the oppressive tariff, which
bears more largely, more heavily, more seve-
rely and more cruelly on the people of our
province and the North-west generally than
on any portion of the Dominion. In order
to prove that I am speaking by the book 1
will refer hon. gentlemen to the Trade and
Navigation Returns. T am assuming-—and
I think the assumption is correct-—that we
have 100,000 of a population, although there
was a little less than that given in the census.
I find that that 100,000 people in British
Columbja pay no less than %1,600,000 into
the Dominion Treasury. In customs alone
this last year we paid $1,412,878, and, inclu-
ding excise, it amounts to nearly £1,600,000.
Well on to a million and three-quarters paid
by a population of 100,000, which includes &
population of from 25,000 to 30,000 Indians,
and a very considerable Chinese population ;
T think I am within the mark when I say
that the white population of the province
of British Columbia to-day does not exceed
75,000. Even including the Indians and
the Chinese, we pay into the Dominion
Treasury per capita over $16, and if we ex-
clude the Indians, we pay over %21 per
capita. Just imagine hon. gentlemen, what
it amounts to ; take a family composed of
five ; they have to- pay from $80 to $103.
That is one of the reasons why I say that the
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Province is not increasing and prospering as | instigation of a combination of cattlemen
she should. Another reason is this—and I of the North-west Territories, and British
ave more than once called the attention of | Columbia, made such representations and

this House and the (Government to it—that

18 mining, and notwithstanding that all the
Tepresentatives from British Columbia, those
In court and those differing with the Gevern-
'uent, have urged, year after year, to admit
all mining machinery free of duty, it was
only ahout two and a half years ago that we

nally succeeded in prevailing upon the Gov-
¢rnment to admit free such mining machinery
s was not manufactured in Canada. Only a
very small portion indeed of the machinery

at is suitable for developing the mines in

at country is manufactured in any portion |
"and in British Columbia, that thatadditional

of the Dominion : and the consequence has
en that nearly all the mining machinery
that we use there in developing our gold
and our silver mines has been brought from
the United States and a very heavy duty
Paid on it. The high duty has been a wet
anket over that industry—an industry
Which T have no hesitation in saying I believe
Will within the next five years, in the produc-
tion of silver alone, astonish the world. There
18 one district of our province, the district
of Kootenay, around Lardeau and Slogan,
Where there are more rich ledges of silver,
Some of them carrying a large percentage
of gold, sufficiently developed although only
1scovered a few months ago, than are to be
ound on this continent. They are away 40
O 50 miles from any navigable waters; and
tter mining the ore,placing it in bags, taking
1t on mules’ backs or on sleighs 40 or 5Q
Miles, and then by water 40 or 50 miles more
' small boats before they tind a railway,—
Yet that ore is shipped in the manner des-
Ctibed several hundred miles into Idaho and
Wn to Tacoina, to the smelting works there,
Yot in many instances notwithstanding the
*Normous cost of trausportation, there is a
et return of $500 to $600 per ton. The
People of British Columbia complain, and I
thmk very justly, that they have not had
8% encouragement or at least the fair-play

o at the Government ought to extend, in a
t‘ew country such as theirs, to a compara-
'Vely new industry, and one that promises to
© 80 much, not only for British Columbia,
OUt for the whole Dominion. There is an-
; ®r matter that occurs to me at the present
ml‘ne, and to which I desire to refer for a mo-
et or two which is this: Last year my
on. friend from Calgary, doubtless at the

'brought such influence to bear upon the
One of the great industries of our province

Government that they applied to have the
quarantine regulations that existed in all the
rest of the Dominion of Canada to apply to
British Columbia, under the pretext that
pleuro-pneumonia might be introduced into
British Columbia and that it might affect
detrimentally our exportation of cattle to
the English market. I pointed out at the
time, as I point out now, that British Colum-
bia is not a cattle exporting country ; it has
never been such, it is not likely to be; and
that it was merely for the benefit of a few
stock raisers in the North-west Territories,

hardship was placed upon the consumers in
that part of Canada. In the month of Nov-
ember or December last—probably the Min-
ister of Trade and Commerce will correct
me if T am wrong—probably he isaware of
what I am about to call his attention to—-I
saw it stated, and I believe truthfully stated,
in one of our- papersthat cattlewere brought
in from the American sideto the miningdis-
trict 1 was describing a short time ago;
they were brought in without paying the
duty, brought in alive, and taken to the
place where they were to be slaughtered and
consumed during the Christmas holidays by
the hard working miners who were, in all
probability not too liberally supplied with
actual necessaries of life, and the customs
officer was cruel enough, when beef was 30
and 40 cents a pound, acting under the in-
structions of the Government, to cause those
animals to be driven back into the United
States Territory and slaughtered there, and
the carcases brought back, before those poor
miners were allowedto get fresh meat. That
was a cruelty and hardship and I sincerely
trust that, as we have the Minister of Agri-
culture in this Chamber, he will see that
another such outrage will not be repeated.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—Why was that !
Hon. Mr. MCINNES-—In order to carry

out these quarantine regulations which were
in force about a year ago, at the instigation,
1 believe, of the cattle dealers in the North-
west.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—You are entirely
mistaken. The regulations respecting Amer-
ican cattle were put in force to prevent
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Canada from being scheduled in England.
However absurd the hon. gentleman may
think it is, the importation of cattle from
Oregon or Washington Territory to British
Columbia, would affect that trade, and the
Government had to protect that great inte-
rest of Canada, the cattle trade with Eng-
land and therefore had to put the regula-
tions in force in all parts of the Dominion.

Hon. Mr. McINNES—-It had been ne-
glected a very long time : either theGovern-
ment had been doing their duty previous to
that or they had nct.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—The hon. gentle-
man is hard to please. The Government did
not desire to interfere with the trade then
going on with British Columbia until com-
pelled to do so to protect the trade of this
country.

Hon. Mr. McINNES—What compelled,
or who compelled the Government to place
British Columbia in this particular on the
same footing as the eastern provinces when
our province was a non-exporter of cattle !

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—Certain regulations
prevail in England in reference to the im-
portation of Canadian cattle. The people
of England do not stop to ask the question
whether the cattle come from British
Columbia or the province of Quebec; the
fact that they come from Canada is sufficient
for them to know, and then they insist upon
the regulations being carried out, or having
the cattle scheduled, as they are now.

Hon. Mr. McINNES -—Were those Eng-
lish regulations new regulations?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—Certainly not, but
the English people found out the cattle were
not scheduled, or rather, the quarantine
regulations were not enforced, and we have
been as liberal as possible with our regula-
tions for the North-west and Manitoba until
the present time. If we desire to maintain
the advantage Canada has at the present
time over the United States, we will have
to enforce the regulations in the North-west
and Manitoba, however objectionable it may
be, and in the interests of emigration into
that country we recognize that great fact.

Hon. Mr. McINNES—.If such is the
case-—and I must accept the hon. gentleman’s

statement—then it must be owing to repre-
sentations made by those persons interested
in stock raising.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—I do not know.

Hon. Mr. McINN ES-—Tt must be through
them.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—Perhaps the hon.
gentleman is right in that.

Hon. Mr. McINNES—But the hon.
gentleman must bear in mind that, not-
withstanding that, our cattle have been
scheduled in England, and that they are not
to-day, as I understand it, on a different
footing from the cattle sent from the United
States. T think I am right in that.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-—1T do not know
that we desire to discuss that question. Tt
was fully discussed half an hour ago, and it
was stated that we were trying to get the
embargo removed, and the hon. gentleman’s
argument, if it goes to England, will only
induce them to be more rigid than they
have been.

Hon. Mr. McINNES- 1 am merely stat-
ing the fact as it was represented and believ-
ed in the province from which I hail ; and
I certainly think that it was a harsh act.
Any one possessed of the slightest feeling
must see that a great hardship and injustice
was done those hardy and enterprising
miners that went into that region, who were
wot too well supplied with the actual neces-
saries, to say nothing of the luxuries of life.
It was especially hard during the Christmas
holidays to be deprived of one of the main
necessaries of life. Now, hon. gentlemen,
whatever benefits, if any, have been derived
from the present tariff in the eastern prov-
inces, it has proved to be an unmitigated
evil to the province of British Columbia. I
will quote a few figures from the Trade and
Navigation Returns, and allow hon. gentle-
men to draw their own deductions. These
reports have been very freely quoted, and T
want the hon. gentleman to refer to certain
pages to see that I am quoting correctly, as
T am sorry to say that certain quotations
have been made by more than one hon. gen-
tleman, which I will refer to later on, that
were not exactly in accordance with the
book that I have before me. In the province
of British Columbia, as T have already stated,
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With g population, according to the last cen-
SUs, of 98,900 souls, we have paid into the
Minion Treasury $1,593,343 in customs
and excise duties, which amounts, per capita,
0 816.25, or four times as much per capita
3s the rest of Canada. The following is a
sta"Je‘ment‘, showing the population of each
Province, the amount of customs and excise
Uties collected in each province and the
AMount paid into the Dominion Treasury in
Customs and excise duties per caputa ;-

i
Custoins Per
- Population.| and Excise Capita.
—_— duties.
?gltam. ........... 2,112,980 | 8,346,201 | $3.93
N 02, AT 1,488,586 | 7,669,421 5.15
Newa Scotia .. .. 405,523 1,328,976 | 3.25
Moy Brunswick. .| 321,204 | 1,030,865 |  3.20
omtoba.. ., L 154,442 780,033 | 5.00
"ish Columbia..| 98,896 | 1,593,344 | 16.28
-\‘ :

It will be seen by these figures that British
Of(’lc“.lnbia. stands third among the provinces
of Vt}n&dz} as a revenue producer. The port
. ' 1ctoria alone has contributed to the Do-
;’t";élon Treasury $1,033,000. T may also
.6 without wearying the House by giving
:i“l‘es, that at the port of Victoria the en-
35830and departures of ships are more than
the ‘DOO tons greater than any other port of
ominion of Canada.

Hon, Mr. HOWLAN. Tons?

hoi{"“’ Mr. MCINNES Yes. T will givethe
-&entleman the exact returns for a few of
1 PEfl)l'lncipa] ports. T will speak by the book.
€ryou tothe Statistical Year Book of 1891,

€ lagt published, and T tind that at the port
lctoria the tonnage of the vessels entered

ik clea:red was 1,631,225, and the next
36g8 88‘5 ts Montreal, with 1,262,561,——over
Po I't’ 00 more tons entered and cleared at
ep, of Victoria than even at the great com-
al‘c’;al port of Montreal. Next to that is
S 3“X with 1,234,012 ; Quebec, 905,858 ;
on ¢ 1,146,533, St. John stands fourth
fovw e list, and then they dwindle down to a
tha undred tons. T may say here in passing
oly VUt of the first seven highest, British
oni Mbia claims three, viz., the ports of Vic-
‘hat& ancouver and Nanaimo. Now, in
makecollnt_aetlon I have another remark to
Hoy., which may, perhaps, surprise this
S¢. The tonnage of the British ships

red and cleared at the port of Vie-
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toria was only 54,252, and number 213 ; the
number of foreign vessels was 1,821, with
an aggregate tonnage of 1,577,013; whereas
at the port of Montreal there were 66 foreign
ships, with only a tonnage of 82,845. This
brings me to another point, and I am glad
that the hon. Minister of Agriculture is in
his place, so that I can show him the abso-
lute necessity of immediately going to work
and establishing one of the best quarantines
that it is possible to establish in this or any
other country. T have shown from the Go-
vernment records that my province is bear-
ing more than four times, per capita, the
burden of taxation of any other portion of
Canada. That as the Government is plun-
dering our pockets, they should at least make
an honest effort to protect the precious lives
of our citizens by building a proper quaran-
tine station and thereby prevent the intro-
duction of cholera, small-pox and other
dreaded_ diseases; no matter if it cost
£100,000 or $200,000 to do so. Expense
should be the least. consideration. 1 am
sorry to say that the people of my pro-
vince, and of my city in particular, are so
enraged and annoyed that there is a great
strain, to use the expression employed by an
honoured member of the British Columbia
Board of Trade, put upon their loyalty, and
a very good Conservative that gentleman is.
We are all aware that cholera, that fearful
scourge, worked its way from Asia to the
western portion of Europe last year, and was
only checked by the winter cold. Weareall
aware that there are lingering cases of it in
portions of Germany and France and that
according to a report I saw a few days ago
made by one of the professors there,the water
of a certain river which supplies water to an
insane asylum was largely impregnated with
germs.of cholera. Such being the case, I do
not think there is a shadow of a doubt that
when the warm weather sets in there will
be an outbreak of cholera in Western Europe
and it is almost certain to find its way to
New York and to this country through the
ports of Quebec, Halifax, St. John and other
sea-ports. While extensive preparations are
being made to guard against the possible
introduction of cholera by the St. Lawrence
and other ports, further down, yet up to the
present time there has heen absolutely .
nothing done, so far as I am aware, towards
establishing a quarantine for the Pacific pro-
vince. I understand the selection of a new
site has been made, but so far as any actual
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work is concerned, nothing has been done,
although. it must take not merely weeks but
months to erect new buildings, wharfs and
other necessary accommodations. The present
one is a disgrace not only to the province
but to the Dominion. While there is
imminent danger of the cholera being intro-
duced on the eastern side of Canada, I claim
there is as great, if not greater, danger of its
introduction by the Pacific gateway of this
Doniinion.  Any one who has the least
knowledge of the history of cholera must
know that Asia is the birthplace and the
home of cholera. We have not only one line
of steamers plying between British Colum-
bia and Asiatic countries, but we have two.
The first is the Canadian Pacific Railway
line of steamers, the second is the Northern
Pacific Railway line of steamers, and those
lines of steamers enter at Victoria on their
way up the Straits of Fuca to the head of
Puget sound to Seattle and Tacomna and
Vancouver, landing passengers and freight
on their inward and outward trips. There
is also a line of steamers plying between
Seattle and Tacoma, Victoria, and the Sand-
wich Tslands. T fear, therefore, that there
is as much danger if not greater danger of
the introduction of cholera on the Pacific
side as there is on the Atlantic side. T
sincerely hope and trust that the Minister
of Agriculture will use every effort possible to
attend to that side of the Dominion imme-
diately.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-—-Tt is being done
already.

Hon. Mr. McINNES .- Precious time has
been lost already. To give some idea of the
state of feeling in British Columbia with
respect to this subject I will read a few
extracts from the Dominion Government
organ in Victoria, the Daily Colonist.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN—TI think the hon.
gentleman has a notice of motion for Tues-
day relative to this very subject, which I
am exceedingly glad to see, but really if we
begin a debate on the subject to-night we
shall never get through.

Hon. Mr. McINNES-—The hon. gentle-
man from Albert a little while ago said he
would not make two bites of a cherry. I
propose to deal with that subject in the
same spirit, and dispose of it now. It

is just as well, and T shall be quite in
order, to discuss the whole matter now.
It should be a subject of interest to every-
body here to preserve the lives of our
people. We have none to spare. I find
the following report of a recent meeting of
the British Columbia Board of Trade in the
Victoria Colonist of Tth January :- - '

Mr. H. E. Connon, representing the Northern
Pacific Steamship line, drew the attention of the
Board to the wretched quarantine facilities afford-
ed in this port. The quarantine station, he said,
was altogether inadequate, and in the recent case
where some Chinamen were taken from one of the
ships of this line, it was found that there was no
accommodation whatever for them at the station.
In fact, a landing could scarcely be effected, as the
wharf was in a wretched condition. \When the
unfortunate men were put ashore they were with-
out shelter or food, or any means of cooking food.
He was obliged to send over lumber to erect a tem-
porary shed, to supply the men with food, and to
furnigsh guards. All this, he contended, should
have been provided by the Dominion Government.
Such a condition of affairs was calculated to do the
port great harm. It was not fair that the Govern-
ment should levy a rate on all vessels entering and
then call upon the owners to bear all the expense of
a quarantine which the GGovernment imposed. The
cost to his company would be very serious, and if
there were to be a repetition of this sort of thing
their vessels, as well as others, would be obliged to
shun this port.

Mr. Brodrick corroborated the statement of Mr.
Connon. When the Chinese cases were landed,
there was no provision whatever for them, and
eight men were employed as guards to look after
them.

Mr. Connon-—Even the gnards have to put up in
a poor shed, more resembling a stable. It is a
scandalous state of affairs.

The Chairman—If Mr. Counon’s statement be
correct—and there is no reason to doubt it—it is a
grave injustice to his company. If a ship be ordered
into quarantine there certainly should be some pro-,
vision made, and her owners should not be called
upon to pry the expense. I yuite agree with Mr.
Counon that it is calculated to injure the trade of
the port,.

Mr. Prior said that he had frequently brought
this matter under the notice of the (iovernment,
but could get nothing done. With Mr. Earle, he
had interviewed Sir John Thompson and other
members of the GGovernment on the point, an¢
while they were promised that watters would he
improved, nothing had been done. Mr. Gamble
had made a report on the matter, and two months
afterwards, when another effort was made to press
the necessity for the work, a telegram was received
from Ottawa, asking: * Why don’t you report ?”
Wheu the lady was taken from one of the Em-
presses, some time ago, Dr. Joues said that the
Tmrters she had to occupy were not fit for an In-
dian. The Government would spend any guantity
of money on the quarantine station at (irosse Isle,
but as soon as anything was asked for British
Columbia, they were found to be the most cheese-
paring set living. Resolutions had heen passed by
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the Board of Trade, the Local (Governmmnent, and
Other public bodies calling upon the Dominion
Yovernment to do something to improve the qua-
antine station here—but all to no effect. Some-
thlp would ultimately be done, but when he had
Noidea. He thought a strong resolution from the
ard might possibly strengthen the hands of hiin-
self and Mr. Earle. |
‘ Mr. Gray said he observed from the newspapers |
hat while” Premier Davie was in Ottawa he had
el promised that a quarantine station would be
at once erected at William Head. The premier had
rought the matter to a focus.

Mr. Prior—We were promised the same thing
Over and over again, and yet nothing has been
done, [y should be done at once, as the cholera
May be with usin the spring.

The Chairman suggested that Messrs. Earle and
Tor telegraph to Ottawa, pointing out the neces-
81ty of immediate action.

Mr. Todd—It is pretty hard work for one to,
\ffep his temper in discussing matters of this sort. |
]} € are so constantly snubbed and bluffed by the

Olilinjon (Government that it is a tension on our |
Oyalty. e tried them over and over again, but,

€Yy pay no attentior to us. :

Then a resolution was passed urging Col.
ror and Mr. Earle to report the case again
to the Dominion Government.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—Perhaps it would |
be gratifying for the hon. gentleman to know
that the people of Quebec have used equally
Strong Janguage against the Government for
10t proceeding there.

Hon, Mr. MCINNES—Am I to infer
Tom that remark that that is the only
Means of obtaining justice ! :

Hon, Mr. BOWELL--They are as much
Mistaken as the people of British Columbia.
e (Government are doing all they can in|
€ matter. ;

Hon, Mr. ANGERS I hope the hon.
8entleman will be perfectly satisfied when
€ brings up his motion, and I am afforded
30 opportunity of informing him and the

Ouse what is being done at the present
Woment,

Hon, Mr. MCINNES.--If the hon. gen-|

“man will permit me to say,I am not press-|

tl
g for an answer now. I am merely placing
. ese facts before the House; and I will
Pare the hon. gentleman and the House the
Youble of listening to a speech when I
move for the papers. I will promise the
Oh. gentleman that I will merely move for
© Papers when making my motion.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—I have no objec-
tion at all to hearing the hon. gentleman
now.

Hon. Mr. McINNES— Here is an edito-
rial in the same paper—the Government
organ :

The language used by members of the Board of
Trade at the meeting of that body on Friday may
appear strong, but it was not stronger than the
circumstances warranted. It must be remembered
that the speakers were men who would not, unless
they considered it absolutely necessary, say one
word against the Dominion Government. They -
have been all supporters of the present Adminis-
tration and they all, as far as we are aware, approve
its general policy. Every one knows how faith-
fully Colonel Prior has supported the Government,
yet the bad treatment which this city has received
and is receiving from the departments seems to
have exhausted his patience, for his protest was
perhaps the most emphatic that was made. He
informed the meeting that he and his colleague,

i Mr. Earle, had frequently brought the subject of

the disgraceful condition of the quarantine station
under the notice of the Government, yet they had
never succeeded in getting anything done. Sir
John Thompson had been interviewed on the sub-

{ ject, and Mr. Gamble, the resident engineer, had

reported on the matter, yct the quarantine was
allowed to remain in its shamefully inefficient con-
dition.

Mr. Connon’s description of the condition of the
station at Albert Head is calculated to excite alarm
as well as indignation and disgust. The station
which is intended to acconunodate the crews and
passengers of vessels arriving at this port with
persons afflicted with dangerous coutagious disea-
ses on board cannot give ewen suflicient shelter to
civilized men and women, and it is absolutely des-
titute of everything necessary to muake their stay
anything like comfortable. There is no wharf at

{ which they and their luggage can be landed ; there

is not even a fair supply of good water ; there are
no arrangements for cooking ; the quarters pro-
vided for the persons who may be detained are, as

- the port doctor describes, not fit for an Indian. As
| for apparatus for disinfecting clothes and baggage,

no one in authority seems to have thought that
they would ever be required. Such neglect is
almost incredible.

Then it goes onto dealwith the complaint
and endorses it in a very emphatic manner.
Further down it says:

The neglect is the more surprising as quaran-
tine is a matter which affects not this province
alone, but the whole Dominion. Victoria is the
western gateway of Canada, and as against cholera
or small-pox it is absolutely unguarded. The Dom-
inion (overnment has evinced the most niggardly
spirit in taking precautions to prevent diseases
entering the country from this side of the conti-
nent. The station cannot be said to be eguipped
atall. Ithas the name of a quarantine station, but
it no more deserves the title than a Siwash shanty
deserves to be called a palace.
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Now hereagain is anothermatter towhich ‘}
I hope the hon. Ministers will direct their
attention :

The marine hospital is almost as defective in:
all its arsangements as is the quarantine station.
It is described as having none of the appliances of
a hospital, and it cannot afford sufficient accommo-
dation to make a sick mariner even comfortable.
Not only is the accommodation wretched, bat its
keeper is miserably paid. The superintendent of
a hospital of any kind should be a person of high
character and superior intelligence, yet the only
provision made for the superintendent of the marine
hospital of Victoria, is a beggarly five hundred
dollars a year and what he can squeeze out of the
patients, for whom he provides attendance and food
for the magnificent sum of tive dollars a weck. The
custom of farming out patients is even worse than
that of farming out lunatics and paupers. It is
condemned by all enlightened men, and should be
abandoned by all civilized communities. It holds
out temptations to the farmer that are seldom
resisted. We are surprised beyond measure that
80 barbarous a custom is countenanced by the
Govermment of this Dominion, and that sick
inariners are made its victims. Every humane
man and woman in Victoria should vigorously pro-
test against its continuance.

The heartlessness, the ignorance and the narrow-
mindedness exhibited by Deputy-Minister Smith
when Mr. Earle represented to him the inadequacy
of the keeper’s pay and the necessity of providing
the hospital with water, must make intelligent
people wonder how a man of such a nature and
with such ideas, should ever have heen placed in a
position of authority.

What makes the neglect in this case worse than
ordinary instances of departmental negligence and
carelessness, is that the Government is bound in
common honesty to kegp the marine hospital in
an etlicient condifion. It is paid in hard cash for
this specific service, and it is paid beforehand.
Vessels that enter this harbour are obliged to pay
towards the Sick Mariners’ Fund, and no doubt
the authorities do not neglect to collect the tax.
The money is collected, but the sick sailors are not
attended to. Fventhe *‘ cup of cold water ” is not
provided for the sick and suffering mariners. It is
to be hoped that the Minister of Marine, himself,
will give this matter his attention and not allow a
state of things that is a positive disgrace to Canada
to continue.

Now, hon. gentlemen, I think that that is
a vigorous protest coming from not merely
one, but two members representing that
province, and unswerving supporters of the
Government, and also the leading organ of
the (Government, the Victoria Colonist, a
newspaper which occupies a position, with
regard to the Dominion Government in
British Columbia, similar to that which
the Empire does east of the Rockies. T say,
such a strong protestation coming from
such a source ought to be enough to con-
vince the Minister of Agriculture and the
Dominion Government that they should do

something like justice to Victoria and the
other ports of British Columbia in the
direction T have indicated. Before I re-
sume my seat I may say this—I do not wish
to make any charge at present, but last year
I verily believe that the introduction of
small-pox is attributable to one or more
causes that I will not mention at the present
time. It entered Victoria, and Vancouver,
and New Westminster. Victoria for three
months was in a state of siege. DBusiness
was nil. A great number of moederately
prosperous traders were forced into bank-
ruptey in consequence of being excluded
from the trade of the outside world. The
city of Victoria alone had to pay out its
hard cash, and the mildest expression 1 can
use is that through the neglect, or ignorance,
or both, of some person or persons, the
city of Victoria had to pay out $%60,000
in hard cash to provide accommodation for
the small-pox patients and those who were
placed in the suspect house and other ex-
penses. Not only that, but between thirty
and forty deaths, T am sorry to say, are
attributable to the negligence of some one.
I am informed that the steamer which
brought small-pox into British Columbia,
came in flying the yellow flag, and in the
course of six hours after landing a large
portion of her passengers that vessel was
allowed to proceed to Vancouver to spread
disease and death throughout the country.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—That
was the heahth officer.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—Allowed to proceed
where-—out of port?

Hon. Mr. McINNES—From the port of
Victoria to the port of Vancouver. I am
told she first made her appearance flying
the yellow flag.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL -—What ship was it ?

Hon. Mr. McINNES-—It was one of the
Empresses—1 forget which. Small-pox was
brought in by those steamers twice, in May
and again in June. On my return from Par-
liament last summer it was with the greatest
difticulty I could get to my home in Victoria.
The vessels plying between Vancouver and
Victoria were withdrawn. I had to take the
little steamer to the port of Nanaino and
there I had to run the gauntlet, show my
arm toprove I had been vaccinated and was
unnecessarily delayed for one day.
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Hon. Mr. BOWELL—You do not com-
Plain of that do you ?

Hon. Mr. McINNES-—T would as longas

Was capable of doing it myself. I would
allow no man to vaccinate me unless T knew
the lymph is pure bovine.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—-The Ontario Gov-
“rnment put doctors on every train coming
rom Quebec into Ontario at the time of the
Small-pox epidemic some years ago and com-
Pelled everybody to strip his arm and be vac-
Clnated unless he could prove that he had

en recently vaccinated. I had to produce
0y certiticate, I know. The hon. gentleman
®omplains of regulations which were neces-
Sary for the protection of the country.

Hon. Mr. MCINNES (B.C.)—I am not
Complaining of the Federal Government in
2hat particular—but I am complaining and
Justly so that they did not take necessary
Precautions to prevent the introduction and

€ spread of the disease. I am making the
Statement, that Victoria and Vancouver have
Tecently complained that it was through

€ negligence of some personor personsthat

e dreaded and loathsome disease was in-
troduced in those citiestwice during thesum-
Mer of 1892. T have onlyone other remark
make before I resume my seat and it is
this : there is a paragraph which promises
t}}at the ballot shall be extended to the
:Yorth-west Territories. I am very glad of
. I have no doubt the hon. gentleman from

arnia is also pleased, because he supported
e very strongly when the North-west Ter-
Mtories bill was before this House some 5 or
_ Years ago. I moved then that the bill be
%mended so as to extend the ballot to the
orth-west Territories, the same as to all
Other portions of the Dominion. He saw the
ommon justice of it, and other hon. gentle-
Tnen who werestrongfollowersof the Govern-
Ment also supported my amendment. I con-
8ratulate the Government that they have at
35t seen fit to do justice to the North-west

Ctritories in that regard.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—T have
0 wish to follow the hon. gentleman from
& Ictoria who has spoken this evening ;
s}l;st’ because 1 think the trade question

ould not be brought up atall, and, second,
¢ause he has spoken so favourably and so

onclusively of the wealth of our province.

109

I fully concur with him in what he said in
! that respect. If his intention was to assail
. the Government, I think his remarks instead
of being a curse, have turned to be a bless-
ing. The hon. gentleman has spoken of the
enormous natural wealth of the province and
' has illustrated its wealth by stating what the
people have been able to pay per head and
yet continue to be in a prosperous condition.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)---Perhaps I
forgot to mention that the province is pro-
gressing in spite of the burden placed upon
it by the Government.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)--The
tariff presses more on British Columbia than
on any other portion of the Dominion, for
this reason—we do not manufacture ; what-
ever we consume we get from the eastern
provinces of Canada, from the United States
or England, and we have topay large amounts
of freight upon it. Our people, although
they have been loyal to the Government and
paid their taxes regularly, will be glad at
any time to have a little relaxation from the
tariff in many respects. With regard to im-
migration and immigrants passing through
our province to go to the state of Washing-
ton, I would far rather have a moderate
number of people coming into our province,
that we can absorb in a comfortable way,
than have a large number of idle men on our
streets. With the increase we are having
now, year by year, I am perfectly satisfied,
and I know we will have a considerable num-
ber from time to time, as fast as they can
be absorbed.. Even now, in some of our
towns, we have idle men that I would rather
not see there unemployed. 1 would rather
have work for all who come and have every-
body prosperous. With regard to the marine
hospital, I do not rise in its defence, but I do
wish to say a word on behalf of that excellent
public servant, Mr. William Smith, of the
Marine and Fisherie< Department. He has
been accused of saying that the people should
catch the rain to supply themselves with
water, and that they could add to their
income by catching fish. There is nothing
wrong in either of these suggestions.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—I wish to
explain that I was not speaking my own
sentiments on that subject; I was merely
reading an extract from a newspaper, show-

ing the feeling that was produced there by
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the statement. I have nothing to say
against Mr. Smith ; he is a friend of mine,
and T believe, a good officer.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—1I do
not believe in farming out the patients at
the marine hospital. If a man can make
money boarding them at $5, the Govern-
ment could do it as well, and the patients
should not be charged for supplies.
that is one of the things that will be seen to
at once—that and getting a supply of water.
There is abundance of water close by the
hospital, and it would not cost much to
furnish it to the institution. With regard
to the quarantine, it has been a burning
question for the last year. Until lately we
did not want quarantine. In the twenty-
two years since we entered the Confedera-
tion, we had only one small-pox scare.
Quarantine has now become a burning ques-
tion, and the Government admit that the
accommodation is inadequate. T am glad
to hear that the Government have taken the
necessary steps to furnish the accommoda-
tion. They have invited delegates from all
the provinces to confer on the question of
quarantine, and I hear that there is to be a
large expenditure in British Columbia to
purchase a new site and erect new buildings.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-—And a new wharf.
Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-—~Yes,

and a new wharf which is much needed.
There are large steamers calling at our ports
now from China and Japan, and they may
bring disease into the country at any time.
I believe that the people will be satisfied
with what is being done by the Government.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW__This discussion
has been protracted very congiderably,
altogether owing to the course pursued by
the gentleman leading the Opposition in this
House. T may say that this is one of his
usual attacks of a chronic disease ; every
year we hear from him the same tirade of
abuse against any Government measure that
is intended to have a beneficial effect on the
country. I am not surprised myself that he
has taken his usual course in this instance,
because on previous occasions he has acted
in a similar way. I have actually known
that hon. gentleman to oppose measures
before he himself understood their provisions.
I must, in the first instance, join with the

I hope

Ehon. gentlemen who have eulogized the
t Governor-General ; he has discharged his
| public duties creditably and constitutionally.
I also concur in all that has been said by
the hon. gentlemen who proposed and
i seconded the address with reference to our
ilate leader. I know that Mr. Abbott
| assumed the position of Premier with every
lintention of doing all that he could to per-
form the onerous duties of the office; but,
owing to ill-health, he was obliged to abandon
his position. I regret at the same time that
my confrere thought proper to attack the
hon. member for Welland. T only wish the
hon. member from Ottawa were here, in
order that I could tell him that the hon.
gentleman from Welland fought the battle
of his party like an honourable man ; he
fell in a noble cause ; he did not betray his
party.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)--The hon.
gentleman will pardon me if I interrupt
him, but I appeal to his sense of fairness:
would it not be better to reserve those per-
sonal remarks about the hon. gentleman
until he is here?

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW.--T do not think
there is anything very personal about it.

Hon. Mr. McINNES-—I think it would
be better if the hon. mnember were here
himself.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW -—I do not think so.
Let him be here to attend to his duty.
A certain retraction was made to-day, but
in the usual Grit way with which readers
of Grit papers are familiar, they publish a
falsehood, knowing perfectly well that that
falsehood will be circulated, and that the
retraction, when it comes, will never reach
the same class of people who saw the original
article. That serves their purpose. I sup-
pose the hon. member for Ottawa considers
that making a certain vetraction to-day was
a suflicient excuse, but if he considers that
the hon. member from Welland received an
ovation, after his defeat, from his friends
and admirers in the county of Welland, as
a substantial memento of the esteem in
which they held him, I think it should suffice
v prevent him from making unpleasant
comments. T shall say a few words
with reference to the Speech itself.
A great effort has been made by a few
parties in this House to convince the
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p(eop.le that this country is not prosperous. | tunity of using our canals-—a privilege to
Statistics have been brought to our recollec- | which they were not entitled. What I am
tion and notice to establish the truth of the finding fault with is the fact that some of
Statement, We have also had statistics to | our people evince a disposition to endorse
Prove the contrary. I hardly think that is| everything that Americans say or do, no
necessary, because every man of us in this|matter what it may be, if it is antagonistic
Ouse of mature age, as I am, must know | to the feelings and statements of our own
his personal knowledge that this country | citizens. For my own part, while I have
'S prospering, and prospering marvellously. | nothing to say against the ‘American people,
U does not require statistics to prove an|I would certainly rather take the statements
©bvVious fact, although there was one man |given to me by our own friends, the people
Who stated he would not believe statistics of | of this country, than T would the statements
Ay kind ; that is the hon. member from |made by the Americans. As far as our
Marquette, If these statistics are worth | Government are concerned they have acted
30ything, T think they should be accepted |in a straightforward manner in reference to
¥ithout question, and I believe they have|the canal tolls question ; there was no dis-
en compiled in a reliable manner. I do!crimination against the American people ;
I‘Pt-t;hihk that it is necessary to refer to sta-  the Government were perfectly right, and if
JStics to prove that the country is prosper-' we are to encourage our own trade, I
Ing, because every man in this House must |do not see what other course could
0w and acknowledge thatit is. I wasat have been pursued, under the circam-
€ opening of the first railway in this coun- | stances, than the course they followed.
.35 L have seen this country prosper and|I heard some hon. gentleman—I do not
8'OW from a very small beginning to the :know whether it was the hon. member for
srqpqrtions it occupies to-day ; so that I feel |Ottawa or not--condemning the Govern-
;)a"flsﬁed from what T have seen with my |ment, or pretending to condemn the Govern-
“n eyes, that the statement in the Speech ;ment because they had undertaken the
Yom the Throne is perfectly true. Last year ! construction of the Sault Ste. Marie Canal.
€ timberbusiness of this section of the coun- | If there is one measure more than another,
'Y Was certainly marvellous : and I may tell | for which the people of this country feel
'Ztoiu that for the ensuing year every solitary under a lasting obligation to the Govern-
a ¢k of timber has been sold in advance at ; ment, it is the measure they adopted with
arge remunerative price over previous | reference to the construction of the canal. T
iy::ars ; and we expect a large trade exceed-|endorse the saying of the Duke of Welling-
fag that‘of every previous year. These are ton “In time of peace prepare for war.”
ts which cannot be gainsaid,and therefore, | Having that canal built, we will be inde-
wgo-not think it is exaggerating to say that | pendent of the American people and able to
dur,a"? prosperous. I heard a good deal%mangge our own affairs in our own way ;
pm_"}g this debate with reference to thejand if any international dispute should arise
o tion the Government took in reference |in the future, we will have this canal Qf our
gr the canal tolls. There must be a very | own to depend upon. I believe further that
€at deal of sensitive feeling with reference | this canal will be a necessity before long.
timthe American people. I remember the The present canal at Sault Ste. Marie was
Siti: when our neighbours were not very sen-, fully occupied last year; I believe vessels
agr e respecting solemn treaty nght_s. They had to remain there sometimes 48 hours
Put(:?d to give us the use of their canals|before they could get through. Our canal
Ing us on the same footing as their own | will therefore be a necessity, and I think the
uféple. We trusted in their good faith ; Giovernment have acted wisely in undertak-
tilnewe found our great mistake at t}}at ing to construct it. I hope they will push
evepy ()m: neighbours were treated with it to completion at the earliest date possible,
thisy consideration by the Government of | for the purpose of giving th1§ country the
s country. Although the Government of advantages that the canal will aﬁ'ord_. Of
giv.e Country at that time had no power to | course, as you know, thqre are people m.thls
bet, them authority to use our canals|country who are dissatisfied with everything ;
Ween Lake Champlain and Ottawa, yet, | nomatter what course you pursueyou willfind
'0g without law, vou may say, though in |a certain number of people who will find fault
TOper manner, they gave them the oppor- | with it. Objection was taken ta the carry-

of
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ing out of the Act passed some years agoli
with reference to the Trade and Commerce!
Bureau. T think that it is an Act that'
will redound to the credit of the Govern-
ment. It will place the important affairs’
of trade and commerce in a different posi-
tion from the one they formerly occupied.
Our present leader of this House will give!
this matter every consideration; and I
prophesy before very long that we will find
beneficial results from having the charge of
this department in his hands. He will have
an opportunity of ascertaining from actual
observation what is necessary and how we
can increase the volume of trade of this
country. Hitherto he was engaged with
minor matters, with a small matter probably
involving %20 or $30, and he had not the
time or opportunity to give such attention to
the larger question as he will have in the
future. These comptrollers will also, I believe,
greatly facilitate the business operations of
this country. They have already, as you
know, visited several of the principal points ;
they have had interviews and exchanged
sentiments with the commercial men of this
country, and this will enable them to come

to a conclusion in many matters which!

they will report to the head of the depart-
ment ; and it will have a beneficial effect in
that respect, and also in reference to many
other points that formerly had to be ad-
judicated by legal process, which entailed
a great deal of time and a great deal of
expense. This, to a very great extent, I
believe, will be obviated in the future by the
action of the Minister of Trade and Com-
merce. Therefore, under all the circumstances,
the Government certainly have acted in the
best interests of the country. T am glad
to fid such unanimous feeling expressed in
this House in reference to the appointments
they have made of two gentiemen in the
Senate. I do not think that they could have
acted in a manner that would be more ac-
ceptable to the people of this country. A
regret has been expressed that some gentle-
men already in the Senate itself had not
been appointed. That is a selfish view to
take of the matter. The Government have
made a judicious choice, and the future will
show that in the hands of our leader and his
hon. colleague, their respective duties will
be performed in such a way as will redound
to their credit and to the benefit of this
country. Under all the circumstances, we

can congratulate ourselves that after the

departure of our late Premier, Sir John
Abbott, the office is now filled by a gentle-
man who will perform the duties with satis-
faction to all. No one deplores the depar-
ture from this Chamber of our late Premier
more than T do. I had the honour of know-
ing Mr. Abbott for a great many years,
and I always found that he did gverything
in his power to promote the best interests
of the country. But his mantle has fallen
upon a man who, I think, will perform the
duties in a way that will give equal
satisfaction. I believe that at this time
the country are perfectly satistied that
the choice has fallen upon Sir John
Thompson. We have every cause to feel
that the affairs of the country will be well
administered by the gentleman we have now
at the head of affairs. A great deal has
been said during this debate with reference
to the course that will be adopted in the
future. The National Policy has, T believe,
played a great part in the advancement and
prosperity of the country. Without the
National Policy I do not know what would
have become of the country. At that time
you all knew that the country was on the
verge of ruin; it was almost impossible for
a man to live and remain in this country.
Some remedy was needed ; they applied the
remedy, and we have had the beneficial re-
sult for the last twelve or fourteen years.

do not pretend to say that some modification
of the tariff is not necessary : I donot mean
to say that some change may not be re-
quired ; but I am surprised, under all the
circumstances, that the National Policy has
worked with so little friction, and that it
has rendered such service to the country. T
have no doubt, when the subject is fully
considered by the - authorities and by the
people, who are particularly required to look
into these matters, that they will make all
the investigation required, and that they
will legislate, and will carry out a policy
for the benefit of our country alone. We
are told that there will be a change of
policy upon the other side of the line. That
may be very true, but I think myself that
we ought to pursue our own course, and
carry out our own policy, and that we ought
to act independently of any other country.
We should do as we have done in the past,
try to live among ourselves, to support our-
selves, to advance as we have advanced in
the past. We are a progressive people ; our
trade is increasing from year to year, and
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¥e have opportunities of extending it to a lants baronets qui I'ont procédé, autant que
very much greater extent. That has been | j’avais dans sir Louis Hyppolite Lafontaine,
Shown to you by figures and statistics tluring ' dans sir George Etienne Cartier, dans sir

13 debate and it is unnecessary for me to Etienne Pascal Taché, d’autant plus que,

well upon the subject now ; but T will say comme eux, il est enfant du sol, notamment
at with a self-reliant population possessing 'de la province de Québec, et que, comme
€ powers that we do, with a young and eux, il parle francais et que pour cela il a
'gin country, with the North-west nowfait ce que font une multitude de savants du
opening up a field for our young men, in a . p]us glorieux, du plus brillant, du plus puis—
Very short time we will be enabled to com- . sant empire, qui ne voit jamais coucher le

vi

te with any other section of the world.
€y tell us our census shows that our popu- !
'on has not increased in the proportion
atitshould haveincreased. It may not have |
80wn in the same ratio but at any rate we
ave madeadecided advancein otherrespects, |
elieve, to a greater extent than almost!
2ny other country on the face of the globe.
en you remember that we have only had
:he opportunity of settling the North-west
:0r the last five or six years. I do not think
' can be said with any degree of truth that,
Ve have retrograded. We have increased,
and we wil] increase ; and with these facili-
'es which are now being offered, T believe
%e will have a large settlement in the North-
West before very long; and then we will be
able ¢, supply the world with all the food
roducts that they require for their consump-
fxon, Then we will realize the benefit arising
'om the Canadian Pacific Railway. We
12000t expect everything in a day. The
Nited States territory has been filling up ;
o 8t country is pretty well filled at the pres-
Ont tjlme_, and now it is our turn. We are
e ring inducements to settlers; we will do
Verything in our power to secure a class of
&ndple that will be a benefit to the country,
B Who will be sure to remain with us as
fe:tlsh subjects. I believe, that there is no
Iy r Of annexation or commercial union, or
h'y thing else of the kind. The people of
rels country are loyal and are determined to
E:}""}n a part and parcel of the British
th Pire. T believe that nothing can seduce
° from their allegiance to the Queen and
€It country,

la.t
th

sief;lon' M. ARMAND-—Honorables mes-
» 418, en débutant dans la discussion sur
e . ohse, en réponse au discours du trone,
Vaili?gmtte que la santé n’ait pas permis au
res ant baronet de rester au timom des affai-
espri: Son pays, car j'ai confiance dans son
dan, de Justice, dans son esprit de probité,

S 80n amour du travail pour I'expédition

soleil sur ses possessions, et qui disent yue :
s'ils ne savaient pas le francais, ils ne se con-
sidéreraient pas pour instruits. Aussi je lisais
derniérement, avec orgueil sur les journaux
des Etats-Unis, queledistingué, quele savant,
que le brillant évéque d’Ogdensburgh disait :
que la langue francaise est non seulement la
langue officielle des gouvernements civilisés,
mais qu'elle est encore 'une des deux lan-
gues de la diplomatie de 1'Eglise de Rome.
Vous voyez, honorables messieurs, que ceux
qui parlent francais sont en bonne compa-
gnie ; vous voyez que nous sommes noble-
ment vengés de ces éteignoirs fanatiques qui
voudraient non seulement prohiber Vétude
du frangais, mais encore prohiber la connais-
sance de Dieu dans les écoles d’une certaine
partie du Nouveau-Monde, notamment dans
Manitoba. Aussi, je suis heureux de voir
qu'un des items du programme électoral du
futur président des Etats-Unis, dit: que
pour lui, il ne permettra jamais que les peres
de famille, relativement & Péducation de
leurs enfants, soient tyrannisés et qu’il en
sera ainsi pour la liberté civile et religieuse
de tous ceux qui voudront venir vivre, croi-
tre, grandir et respirer l'air de la liberté de
la République Américaine. J'aila douce
espérance qu'il en sera ainsi pour le parle-
ment de la Puissance du Canada et que les
aviseurs du représentant de notre auguste,
notre gracieuse et bien-aimée souveraine
Pimpératrice des Indes, celle qui préside si
dignement aux destinées d’Albion, en feront
autant pour la liberté des péres de famille
du Manitoba, relativement & P'éducation de
leurs enfants. D’autant plus que cette ques-
tion des écoles séparées a été une des ques-
tions sine qua non de la Confédération,
comme Ya judicieusement proclamé derniére-
ment, Fhonorable William McDougall, .qui
est, incontestablement, I'une des plus belles
intelligences du barreau d’Ontario. Qui a
été, tour & tour, ministre, membre du parle-
ment et lieutenant-gouverneur et qui est un
des derniers survivants des péres de la Con-
fédération.

es affy; o L .
- aél'eS, autant que j'avais dans les vail-
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Honorables messieurs, je dois féliciter le
présent leader du gouvernement de ce qu'ila
imité laconduite de son illustre prédécesseur,
car tous deux, a leur avénement au pouvoir,
se sont révélés diplomates distingués. A 'ar-
rivée de 'ex-premier, nous n’avions plus au
Sénat de ministres responsables & la Cou- |
ronne. Nous avions que des ministres sans
portefeuille. Nous n'avions plus de leader
accrédité, nous avions que des leaders impro-
visés. Le présent leader du gouvernement
nous a donné un ministre frangais pour étre
P'organe de ses nationaux ; ministre qui nous
a été enlevé depuis la résignation de I'hono-
rable ministre Chapais. Durant la vacance
il a circulé une rumeur, qui disait que le pré-
sent gouvernement voulait soumettre aux
chambres le transfert du chemin de fer In-
tercolonial, & cette puissante compagnie qui
a émerveillé le monde de ses succés et qui a
mystifié nos intelligents et industrieux voi-
sins, qui disaient, dans leurs journaux du
temps, que le parlement canadien allait se
briler les doigts dans la construction deleur
chemin de fer du Pacitique, car pour eux, ils
en avaient eu tout leur roide, et qu’il leur
avait fallu succomber dans la construec-
tion de la leur. Vous savez, honorables mes-
sieurs, que la construction du chemin Inter-
colonial a été une des conditions sine qua
non de la Confédération. Sa construction,
son entretien et son administration ont été
comme un chancre aux flancs de la Confédé-
ration. Honorables messieurs, c’est ma con-
viction que la puissante Compagnie au Paci-
fique, avec son esprit de finance, d’adminis-
tration, avec ce que les Anglais appellent,
dans leur esprit pratique, son go-ahead, ferait
une affaire payante poursa compagnie. Oui,
c’est ma conviction que le Pacifique, avec sa
puissante rivale, la compagnie du Grand
Trone, qui elle aussi, a émerveillé le monde
par la construction de son immense voie fer-
rée et par la solidité de ses travaux, tel que
la construction du pont Victoria qui a été
dans le temps, non seulement une des mer-
veilles du Nouveau-Monde, mais encore une
des merveilles des temps modernes. Je suis
certsin que ces deux puissantes compagnies
aidées des différentes compagnies de la Puis-
sance, feront des communications si nom-
breuses et si faciles qu'ils mystifieront de
nouveau nos intelligents voisins, en rendant
illusoires, ce mur de Chine qu’ils ont pré-
tendu ériger sur les confins de la Puissance
du Canada. Tci, honorables messieurs, il ne

faut pas s'illusionner, notre comnmerce natu-

rel est avec la meére-patrie, est avec l'empire
britannique, est avec Albion, cette nouvelle
Tyr des temps modernes. Oui, Albion, avec
son ile, surnommée I'Ile des Saints, avec ses
millions d’habitants, saura bien disposer de
nos grains, avec sa flotte qui sillonne les
mers, quarrose les parties du globe habité
jusque dans ses limites les plus reculées. Oui,
Albion, saura bien par une union comimer-
ciale avec ses nombreuses et immenses colo-
nies déverser le surplus de son or, notam-
ment dans la Puissance du Canada, qui est,
incontestablement, 'un des plus beaux dia-
mants de sa couronne. Honorables mes-
sieurs, maintenant je vais vous dire, sans
arriere-pensée, en vertu d’un principe mémo-
rable, qui dit: “que tout homme doit étre
libre de dire son opinion, sinon il ne mérite
pas de porter le glorieux nom d’homme.” Je
ne puis pas comprendre, je ne puis pas m'ex-
pliquer, je ne puis pas concevoir pourquoi
les gouvernements monarchiques lésinent
tant 4 payer les délégués de la nation, sur-
tout quand je vois des ‘gouvernements
démocratiques se faire un devoir de les payer
généreusementbien. Oui, eneflet, vousvoyezla
République Frangaise, la République Amé-
ricaine, ces deux plus vastes, ces deux puis-
santes républiques des temps modernes. La
République Américaine paie $5,000 par
année a ses députés, avec bien des accessoi-
res ; les frais des députés sont payés durant
tout le temps de leur mandat. Cette ques-
tion du salaire des députés fédéraux n’est
pas une question nouvelle, je puis vous en
parler savamment, avec connaissance de

{ cause, j’en connais quelque chose ; mais avant,

laissez-moi vous dire que je suis dans la vie
publique depuis 1858. J’ai vu se dérouler
bien des parlements; jai vu se succéder
bien des ministéres. J’ai toujours observé
que chaque gouvernement, qui avait de gran-
des mesures a présenter, commencait par
voir ses amis, par s'assurer de la majorité de
ses partisans, et qu'ensuite il marchait sans
s'occuper des qu'en dira-t-on ; sans s'occuper
de ces braillards pharisaiques, mais je ne
pourrais pas en dire autant de Vex-gou-
vernement, car durant les deux derniéres ses-
sions il lui a été intimé que c’était le désir
des membres, vu les dépenses considérables
dans lesquelles ils étaient entrainés, par la
durée et la longueur des sessions qui se pro-
longent jusque dans la belle saison avancée,
dans le temps des affaires commerciales et
agricoles. Vous le savez, honorables mem-
bres, que I'agriculture et le commerce, sur-



The [FEBRUARY 2, 1893] Address.

115

tout dans ce pays, sont la base nécessaire
et’ }e levier le plus puissant de la pros-
Perité  des peuples. Je sais, honorables
Membres, qu'il y a eu des dissidents, mais ces
}S§idents étaient dans une si infime mino-
"1t que ce n’aurait pas été, de la part de

) e
e leX-gouvernement, manquer de courtoisie

que de passer outre. S'il m’était donné de
Soulever le voile qui cache le désintéresse-
Ment de quelques-uns des dissidents, je trou-
Yerais, je ne dis pas que je trouverais des
,Jesirs de boodlage et de jobbage, si malheu-
Teusement familiers 4 nos municipalités de
Villes et de villages, mais j'y trouverais un
sir bien prononcé d’éloigner de la vie pu-
que, ces députés qui ont quitté le toit
Paternel, n’ont apporté, pour tout patrimoine,
que leur plume derriere loreille et que de-
Puis ils ont démontré, & Vévidence, & la
Jeunesse industrieuse et laborieuse de leur
Ra}’s’_t«)ute la véracité de cette parole qui dit:
qu'il faut vouloir pour pouvoir”; qu'avec du
Tavail, avec du courage, avecdel'énergie, avec

® la persévérance on peut toujours acqué-
"r honneur, la gloire et la fortune ; on peut
Ujours gravir les degrés de I'échelle sociale.
€ connais plusieurs députés qui appartien-
lent les yns a la profession du droit et de
01’,168 autres 4 la médecine, au commerce et
agriculture qui me disaient: Monsieur,
Uand je suis entré dans la vie publique, je
Inét*ftls fait une belle clientéle, je m’étais
%quis une honnéte et légitime aisance, mais
‘L:i‘;oll){s avoue que mon mandat terminé je
len décidé de rester chez moi, car je

e veux pas imiter la conduite de plusieurs
© Mes prédécesseurs qui, pour s'étre cram-
5::3‘58 4 la vie .publique,, _ont laissé leur
ellrse et leur famille dansl'indigence, car vu
clion, absences. souvent reno’uvelées, leu‘rs
o onts les avaient abandonnés parce qu'ils
4Vaient pas confiance dans leurs associés.
Uand je pense que des avocats comme sir
Et;::i Hyppolite Lafontaine, sir _George
°°n8idl:§e Cartieretsir Aimé Dorion qui étaient
ces g 'rés comme des fleurs, qomme des prin-
eurgu barreau de leur province, ont laissé
ind; Veuves et l‘eurs. familles, non pas‘dans
& 'tigenc? mais & peine dans une h(?nnet,e et
geur, ‘:llt} aisance. J’ai souvenance qu un voya-
Pass istingué, falsa}t son tour d Eurqpe,
al‘ré::t devant la résidence dp Lady Carpler,
ui gt pour la saluer et en faisant ses ’adleux
Pas Jg - My Lady, est-ce que nous n’aurons
ﬂotr: Pla.lsu"‘ de vous voir revenir vivre dans
P&uvrgays' Oh ! non, monsieur, je suis trop
pour retourner vivre dans mon pays

D

et y maintenir la position qu’y a faite mon
mari.” Quand je pense qu’il en serait ainsi
de la baronne lady Macdonald, si des amis
fortunés ne fussent pas venus a son secours.
Je vous ai dit, honorables membres, que cette
question du salaire des membres fédéraux
n'était pas une question nouvelle. Au
début de la Confédération je recevais une
lettre du dernier premier ministre de
V'union des Canadas, et celui qui succédat
au président des peéres de la Confédéra-
tion, le vaillant baronet sir Etienne Pas-
cal Taché. Dans cette lettre, le dernier
premier ministre me disait : ¢ Des nécessités,
des exigences politiques demandent & ce que
vous cédiez votre siege de la division d’Alma
pour celui de la division de Repentigny,
d’autant plus que I'on me dit que vous étes
qualifié¢ dans cette derniére division (la qua-
lification d’alors était de. $800) et dans le cas
que vous ne seriez pas qualifié, vous devriez
le faire, car 42 chose en vaut la peine, le
salaire des membres fédéraux sera a 'avenir
de $2,000 par année. Je Iui répondis :
‘“que pour aucune considération je ne céde-
rais mon si¢ge de la division d’ Alma, division
que je tiens, je pourrais dire comme le grand
roi ““ et par droit de conquéte et par droitde
naissance,” cependant, dans les circonstances
présentes je me ferai un devoir de le céder
en faveur de ce vénérable vieillard, qui a
toujours marché dans les rangs du parti
canadien-frangais, qui a été un des bras droits
du gouvernement Lafontaine-Baldwin, qui,
pour étre utile 4 son parti et & ses amis,
voyant que sa vigueur juvénile disparaissait
avec I'age, céda son portefeuille de secrétaire
provincial et son comté de Verchéres en
faveur de ce jeune homme qui était plein
d’avenir et qui réalisa les espérances que ses
compatriotes formaient sur lui. Ce vénéra-
ble vieillard ayant éprouvé des revers de
fortune manifesta le désir de se retirer de la
vie publique, mais il avait compté sans I'ha-
bitude qui devient, comme vous le savez,
une seconde nature, ce qui a eu lieu pour
lui. Ce vénérable vieillard voyant que le
parlement fédéral allait étre convoqué, voyant
quil ne serait pas appelé a y prendre part,
se trouva épris d’'une peine et d’'un chagrin
qui empoisonnaient ses jours. Sir George
Etienne Cartier en étant informé, lui écrivit
de suite et lui dit que puisquil désirait
mourir sous le harnais de la politique active,
il trouverait bien, parmi ses compatriotes,
un quelqu'un qui lui serait agréable, ainsi
qua ses amis et a son parti. Ce sont la,
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honorables messieurs, les considérations qui
m’ont engagées de céder mon siege pour la |
division d’Alma, pour celui de la division:
de Repentigny; je ne m'en repens pas. |
J’al été heureux de faire connaitre & es|
concitoyens d’origine étrangere, que si les’

Canadiens-fran¢ais savent qu’il y a un temps '’

pour résister, ils savent aussi quil y a un
temps pour céder quand il y a de nobles:
exceptions, telle que dans la personne de ce |
vénérable vieillard, I’honorable James Leslie,
qui avait toujours été incorruptible, inébran-
lable & l'instar de ces vieilles roches qui ne
remuent pas et sur lesquelles la mousse ne
disparait jamais. Je termine, honorables
messieurs, mais avant que de prendre mon'
siége, avant que de m'asseoir je dois avertir!
le présent gouvernement et les gouverne-
ments immédiats de bien réfléchir sur la
légitimité du salaire des membres, car nous
ne sommes plus a4 I'époque de ces gou-
vernements oligarchiques ot ¥ fallait aux:
députés déléguer quelques-uns d’entre eux
en Angleterre pour avocasser au pied
du Tréne la légitimité de leurs demandes
et de leurs droits méconnus, car de cette
opposition il pourrait surgir des complica-
tions sérieuses qui démontreraient que cette
obstination avait été une aveugle et nal-
heureuse obstination, car les enquétes qui ont
eu lieu durant 'année qui vient de s'écouler,
tant au fédéral qu’au local, démontreront a
I'évidence que si la probité n'est pas encore
disparue de la politique, du moins la vie fru-
gale, la vie d’abnégation, de désintéresse-
ment n'est plus ce qu'elle était autrefois,
n'est pas ce qu’elle était dans ces anciens
citoyens de 'empire romain. Vous connais-
sez, honorables messieurs, cette épisode de la
vie domestique de ce citoyen, de ce cultiva-
teur, je pourrais dire de ce héros romain,
qui, le lendemain d’une grande bataille, rem-
portée par une victoire signalée, fut trouvé
dans son champ, mangeant appuyé sur les
manchons de sa charrue.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 11.10 P.M.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Iriday, February 3rd, 1893.
The SPEAKER took theChairat 3 o'clock.
Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE {."fANDING COMMITTEES.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the appoint-
ment of the following committees :- -

LIBRARY COMMITTEE.

Hon. Messrs. Allan, Almon, Botsford, Boucher-
ville de, Drummond, Gowan, Landry, MacInnes
(Burlington), Masson. McClelan, Miller, Murphy,
Poirier, Power, Scott, and Wark, a Committee to
assist His Honowr the Speaker in the direction of
the Library of Parliament, so far as the interests
of this House are concerned, and to act on hehalf
of this House as members of a Joint Committee of
both Houses on the Library.

The motion was agreed to.

PRINTING COMMITTEE.

Hon. Messrs. Bernier, Casgrain, Desjardins, Dever,
Dobson, Gowan, Guévremont, Kaulbach, Lougheed,
McClelan, McKindsey, Macfarlane, Ogilvie, Per-
ley, Pelletier, Power, Primrose, Read (Quinté),
Sullivan, Vidal, and Wark, a Committee to super-
intend the Printing of this House during the pre-
sent session, and be instructed to act on behalf of
this House with the Committee of the House of
Commons us a Joint Committee of hoth Houses on
the subject of Printing.

The motion was agreed to.

COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND COMMERCE.

Hon. Messrs. Abbott (Sir John Caldwell), Allan,
Bellerose, Botsford, Bowell, Boyd, Chaffers,
Clemow, Cochrane, Desjardins, Dobson, Drum-
mond, Ferguson, Lewin, Lougheed, Masson,
McCallum, McLaren, McMillan, MacInnes (Bur-
lington), Macpherson (Sir David Lewis), Miller,
Montplaisir, Murphy, Price, Prowse, Reid (Cari-
boo), Robitaille, Sanford, Smith, Sullivan,
Thibaudeau, Vidal and Wark, a Committee on
Banking and Commerce for the present session, to
whom shall be referred all Bills on these subjects,
and that for the purpose of organization only,
thirteen members of the said Committee shall be &
quorum thereof. .

Hon. Mr. BOWELL said: I was inform-
ed by the Clerk that it was thought advis-
able last year, although there is nothing on
record to show it, to specify that, for the
purpose of organization only, thirteen mem-
bers of the Committee should be a quorum.
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~ Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Tt has been the custom [ gn?, Fer, usor;; HIOWI‘?IH’CKl?ulbad\li {ilirlchhoi%"«l%r,
in thj ac . ! Landry, ugheed, McCalluin, McClelan, Mec-
1‘eoullst Hpuse that each Committee should i Donald (C. B.), MacInnes (Burlington), McKay,
gulate its own quorum. { McKindsey, McMillan, Macdonald (B. C.), Me-
;Innes (B. C.), Montgomery, Miller, Murphy,
Hon. Mr. BOWELL-—There must be a i O’.Il)lonoli{)e, IO%é}Me' Perllfle P(()we.r‘,mrrice, I}ob}'-
majorit : | taille, Reac uinté), Reid (Cariboo), Sanford,
OI‘gJani yt.of th&] Com;‘rtntte:h present .foi-thGEScott. Smith, Snowball, Sutherland, Tassé, and
Zation ; then, alter the organizatlon, | yijga], a Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and

e Committee can decide what its own ' Harbours for the present session, to whomn shall be

quorum should be. i referred all Bills on these subjects, and that for
| the purpose of organization only, thirteen members
Hon. Mr. DICKEY—It is entir ely new ! of the said Committee shall Le a quorum thereof.
. . )y .
except as to the action taken by the House The motion was agreed to.
last year. Up to 1892 no such qualification : .
:Ppem"ed upon the resolution. For the first CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE.
‘lme n the hlStory of th_ls House it was done . Hon. Messrs. Abbott (Sir John Caldwell), Allan,
I&St year and made applicable to three of the ' Armand, Botsford, Bowell, Chaffers, DeBlois,
‘argest Committees, the Committee on Bank- IV)IiCkf)i‘ 1)0{318011;. 11){11711(131‘];“;1, \{“lilnt, Ho];vl(:jn.
Ing.and he C itt -t cClelan, McDonalc . B.), Mclunes (B.C.),
“’:\‘S angonémerlc © ‘t s tgmlr(l]lt e 0; Ra(l) - McKay, MacInnes (Burlington), McMillan, Mac-
Stand: anals and the LOmmittée O g, jope Macpherson (Sir David Lewis), Miiler,
‘mdmg Orders and Private Bills. As far O’Donohoe, Ogilvie, Pelletier, Perley, Poirier,
a8 1 can recollect, and as far as the Debates ! Power, Prowse, Read (Quint¢), Robitaille, Sanford,
show, it was made without any explanation ' Scott, Smith, Snowball, and Ta,sse;], a gomuuttee
to : fe it was S .to examine and report upon the Contingent
‘;h:;lll:l(i)gz:tiur{ :)Tatgl::;lt' :r:? “llltlzn(()ife(zhtg Accounts of the Senate for the present session.
' > gen I 1
Ouse, which fixes the inajority of each Com- |

The motion was agreed to.
Mittee as a quorum unless the House shall |

STANDING ORDERS AND PRIVATE BILLS COM-

Otherwise direct. We have always acted upon
at, and I imagine that in all cases therehas i
en that majority. The first meeting of the !

Ommittee is generally the most largely at-
te"‘ded. For my own part, I think the reso-
lutioy as it stands is quite right, and I only

Peff}l‘ to it as being a change in the practice

}vh}ch obtained for 24 years. The effect of

1t is this: take for instance the Committee

of which T have been for a long time chair-

Man—the Committee on Railways—-com-

Posed of 43 or 45 members : it would require,

Or the purpose of organization, a majority of

th}‘t Cominittee, but afterwards the Com-

Mittee could askthe House for permission to

uce its quorum to any number that might

' tho}lght advisable. In most instances a

uction hasbeen made to a quorum of nine,
and that has been found to be convenient,
*®cause during the meeting of the Committee
Yome of the memtbers, from want of interest,

fave and we should be left without a quorum '

O the transaction of business.

The mation was agreed to.

THE RAILWAYS, TELEGRAPHS AND HARBOURS
' COMMITTEE.
;.“E‘Ion. Messrs. Abbott (Sir John Caldwell), Allan,
0lnon, Angers, Bellerose, Boucherville de, Boul-
n, B()\vel, Clemow, Cochrane, Dickey, Drum-

MITTEE.

Hon. Messrs. Alnon, Angers, Armand, Belle.-
i rose, Bernier, Bolduc, Botsford, Boulton, DeBlois,
! Dever, Flint, Glasier, Gowan, Guévremont,
: Howlan, Kirchhoffer, Landry, Lougheed, Masson,
McInnes (B.C.), McKay, McLaren, McMillan,
Macdonald (B.(.), Macdonald (P.E.L), Mac-
farlane, Merner, Miller, Montgomery, Montplaisir,
Murphy, O’Donohoe, Ogilvie, Pelletier, Poirier,
Power, Primrose, Prowse, Read (Quinté), Reesor,
Scott, Sullivan, Sutherland, and Tassé, a Commit -
tee on Standing Orders and Private Bills, with
power to examine and inquire into all such matters
and things as may be referred to the said Conimit-
tee, to report from time to time their observations
and opinions thereon, and to send for persons,
papers ana records, and that for the gnrp‘ose of
organization only, thirteen members of the said
Committee shall be a quorum thereof.

The motion was agreed to.

DIVORCE COMMITTEE.
MOTION.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved :

That the Hon. Messrs, Gowan, Kaulbach,
Lougheed, McKay, McKindsey, Macdonald (B.C.),
Ogilvie, Read (Quinté), and Sutherland, be
appointed a Committee on Divorce.

He said :—1I have had a good many sug-
gestions made to me with regard to the
constitution of this Committee. I would




prefer leaving it altogether in the hands
of the House, from the fact that they must
have, from a long acquaintance with the
different members, a better knowledge of
the requirements of the case. I understand
that many questions arise in that Com-
mittee which render it advisable that there
should be a physician among its members.
I shall be glad to accept any suggestion from
the House.

Hon. Mr. McKAY—T should like to have
my name omitted from the list.

Hon. Mr. POWER-—Although I have not
been on the Committee, I know that the
opinion of its members is that the hon. gen-
tleman from Truro was one of the best and
most attentive of the members. T think it
would be a mistake to drop his name from
the list. I quite agree with the leader of
the House in thinking that the constitution
of this Committee may be modified with
advantage. I have not a word to say against
any hon. gentleman whose name is included
in the list; but every one knows that the
duties of the Divorce Committee are of a
very important nature and that it really
constitutes and was intended to constitute a
court, and that the proceedings are supposed
to be conducted in accordance with the
practice of the courtsof law. Itis desirable,
therefore, that it should be as strong profes-
sionally as possible. Last year the hon.
gentleman from Amherst, who had for a
great many years been chairman of that
Committee and had always bzen one of its
most, valuable members, felt himself obliged
to retire.  Since last session we have been
fortunate enough to have added to our num-
bers a gentleman of the legal profession in
the vigour of youth—the Hon. Mr. Kirch-
hoffer. The suggestion might as well come
from a member not interested in the Com-
mittee as from another, that the hon. gen-
gleman should be added to the Committee.
I also approve of the suggestion made by
the leader of the House, that there should
be a physician on the Committee. Either
my hon. friend from British Columbia
(Mr. McInnes) or the hon. gentleman
from Welland (Mr. Ferguson) should
be on the Committee. By our rule the
number of the Committee is limited to
nine, and therefore it would be necessary
that one or two of those who are now on the
list should drop out and that professional
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gentlemen should be appointed in their
places.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY I rise to express
my entire sympathy with the views expressed
by my hon. friend from Halifax. I think
they are entitled to quite as great considera-
tion as if they came from a member of the
House who does not entertain the conscien-
tious scruples with regard to the subject of
divorce that he does. 1 rise because my
hon. friend has referred to myself as having
bheen once connected with that Committee.
That is quite true, and it is equally true
that T felt bound to retire from the Com-
mittee because it was inconsistent with the
proper discharge of my duties as chairman
of one of the hardest working committees of
the House and for other reasons. It is
quite true also that the Divorce Commiittee
is eminently a judicial tribunal, performing
judicial functions in hearing evidence, decid-
ing upon it and reporting their decision to
the House for final adjudication. Under
these circumstances, I think even those who
feel those conscientious scruples to which T
have already adverted, will admit that if
this is not to be a mere farce and sham, it is
quite necessary that all the different ele-
ments should be represented for the purpose
of arriving at a proper decision in settling
cases of that kind, and it is certainly neces-
sary that the judicial element should be
strongly represented. As the matter has
now taken a position before the House
which calls for putting on or off—because
as my hon. friend has truly said the num-
ber of the Committee is limited to nine—the
only question to decide is what members
would best represent the House in that
preliminary function and arrive at the best
decision for guiding the House in dealing
with these questions. I hope it will only be
necessary to consider who those should be to
take the places of any gentlemen who are
anxious to retire.

Hon.Mr. MACDONALD(B.C.)—Iwould
suggest that Dr. McInnes should be placed
on the Committee instead of myself. He is
a physician and has been on the Divorce
Committee before. The present system, in
my opinion, is unsatisfactory. Here are a
number of gentlemen sitting in a quasi-judi-
cial position to take evidence and report it
to the House. Their report goes to what
you may call a jury of this House. Now,
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the Senate does not always listen with the
attention that it should to the details of these

Ouse by haphazard. There has been agreat
eal of lobbying, and members have been
‘arried away, perhaps, more by their sym-
Pathies than by the merits of the case. If
b e Government can see its way to establish
2 divorce court, that is the proper way to
1Spose of such cases. This session already
ere are eight cases in sight, and there may
three more, and itis throwing more work
o0 a Committee of this House than can
Properly be attended to in addition to the
Work of the other Committees. It often takes
ays, and sometimes weeks, to carry a case
through the Committee. After that it has
come before this House, and if the Bill
Succeeds here it goes to the other House to
dealt with by 200 members who are still
urther removed from the impression created
by hearing the evidence. The decision is
Often arrived at by chance or accident. We
Now that a great many of the members of
th Houses are entirely opposed to divorce,
and probably if they were in the majority
18y would grant nothing more than is recog-
Nized in the province of Quebec—a separa-
ton, T think the question ought to be
Yemoved entirely from this House. The
Present system is most unsatisfactory.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-T am not at
Eresgnt prepared to express an opinion on
" 1€ 1ssue raised by my hon. friend. T think
1618 rather premature, and that .this is not

2€ best time to discuss it. We are now
Slmply dealing with the personnel of the
Ommittee. 1 agree with those who say

at the Committee can be improved—I will :

10t say the judicial part of it. It may not
® quite appropriate for me to speak of the
Professiona) part of the Committee, but I
8ree with the opinion expressed, that there
Tlould be a medical man among the number.
how we have often felt the need of the
Vice and assistance of a medical man, and
ve had, myself, to apply for information
Physicians outside of the Committee.

to
Th

point. I should be sorry to see the hon.

‘member from British Columbia leave the
Cases, and T think every one will agree with |
e that cases have often been carried in this

Committee, he has been one of its most at-
tentive members, and although not a mem-
ber of either of the professions referred to, he
has a judicial mind, and generally concurs
in the view of the majority. Unfortunately
for myself, I am frequently with the min-
ority.
* .

Hon. Mr. SUTHERLAND--T have been
a member of that Committee and as I do
not claim to possess any judicial experience,
I should be most happy to give way to some
one better qualified for the position than
myself.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—I am very
sorry indeed that my colleague wishes to
retire from the Divorce Committee. I was
a member of that Committee for a number
of years, and I can say conscientiously that
a better member than my hon. friend (Mr.
Macdonald) could not be found, and I regret
to learn that he desires to retire. I may also
say I have no desire to become a member of
that Committee again, because it is one of
the most responsible Committees of the
House, and makes larger demands on the
time of its members, probably more than all
the other Committees combined. However,
I have never shirked a duty that devolved
upon me as a member of this House, and
will not in the future, and if the House so
desires T shall consent to become a member
of that Committee on one condition-—-that -
is that the Hon. Dr. Ferguson, who has just
become 'a member of the Senate, shall also
be added to the Committee. On one or two
occasions while I was a member of that
Committee medical questions arose, and the
whole burden of dealing with one or two
cases was placed on my shoulders. Of course,
I had the valuable assistance of Senators
belonging to the medical profession who
were not members of the Committee, but I
would have preferred to have one or two
other medical men with me on the Com-
mittee. The medical training and long Par-
liamentary experience of the hon. member

erefore, I think that an improvement ecan | from Welland highly qualify him to be a

o effected in that direction. The Commit- | very valuable member of the Divorce Com-
e should be stronger in both professions!mittee.

inan 1t is now. Beyond that, I have noth-
Inigt t0 say about the personnel of the Com-
i tee. T have peculiar views on the sub-

ct, but T shall say nothing further on that

|

1

|

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH--T shall not sug-
gest who should retire from the Committee,
but as the hon. Senator from Brandon is a
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member of the legal profession and his name‘ Hon. Mr. ALMON — T should be sorry to
has been suggested, it would necessitate the | see Judge Gowan dropped from the list. He

retirement of three of the old members.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—-I am
glad that my hon. friend consents to my
name being dropped from the Committee.

Hon. Mr. GOW AN---T hdVe been for some
four years a member of that Committee,and
I can say that upon no occasion was there
any remissness on the part of any of its
members in the performance of a most unpleas-
ant and most painful duty. I should be
sorry to see any of the gentlemen who com-
pose the Committee removed, as it were, but
I can understand that if representations
have been made to the leader of this House
he would very naturally desire to act upon
the advice of the Senate rather than upon
his own motion. I am not one of those
who spoke to him on the subject, nor did he
speak to me, but I think it would be a very
invidious thing to remove any one from the
Comnmniittee, which is limited to nine mem-
bers, unless there was some cause forremoval,
or unless a member himself desired to be re-
moved from the discharge of the very unpleas-
ant duties of that Committee. It must be
very obvious to every one that there ought
to be a certain number of professional men
on that Committee, not merely because it is
a fact-finding body, but because there are
preliminary proceedings, questions with re-
. gard to service, procedure, etc., of a purely

technical character that professional men
are best qualified to form an opinion upon.
As a mere fact-finding body, I think that
laymen, as a rule, are quite as competent to
draw correct conclusions on the facts, as a
doctor or a lawyer could possibly be. To
enable the House to act with freedom in
. the matter, and to give them a larger
margin, I would myself say that I have no
- desire whatever to remain on the Commit-
tee, and if the House will appoint another,
1 shall be very glad to withdraw from the
discharge of a duty which I have always
looked upon as a very painful one. If the
House desires to have a larger hand, with-
out any feeling of delicacy in reorganizing, I
should be glad to retire.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I would suggest to
the Premier to take a vote on all the names
of the committee men.

was the author of the present system, and it
would be worse than divorcing a wife from
a husband, to permit him to retire from the
Committee—it would be like separating a
child from its parent.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY-—As it has been sug-
gested that there should be at least two
changes, it would be better to take the
names, and then the Committee could be
framed from them afterwards.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-—There are three of
the members willing to resign, and if they
retire I should like to see two medical men
on the Committee. I have always taken a
great interest in the proceedings of the
Divorce Committee. I remember one in-
stance in which legal gentlemen alone could
not have decided the case. It was only
when three medical men were called upon
to advise them that they were able to do
justice in the case. T would therefore pro-
pose that Dr. McInnes be added to the Com-
mittee.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté}—Asa member
of that Committee for a number of years I
must say I think their judgment must have
been in accordance with the evidence given,
because their decisions had to be endorsed
not only in this House but in the House of
Commons. The proceedings of the Com-
mittee have always indicated the greatest
regard for justice, and I have never seen an
instance of partiality. While speaking on
the subject I do net think that members
should be appointed to that Committee who,
on principle, have any objection to divorce,
as I know the hon. member for Welland has.
The members of the Committee should be
unbiassed in their judgment. We must
remember that there is a solid phalanx who
vote, not on the merits, but vote conscien-
tiously against divorce irrespective of what
the merits are; and having that in view, it
is quite evident to niy mind that the.Com-
mittee must be composed of men who are
unbiassed. Otherwise no case could be fairly
decided with that solid phalanx coming up
and, no matter what the evidence may be,
religiously voting-—not refraining from voting
but religiously voting against it in both
Houses. 1 think only such members of this
House should be appeinted to that Com-
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Mittee as are not prepared to say I am I bility which may surround the position in
Against divorce under any circumstances.” | which I am placed and T ani willing to respect
he)_’ should be ready to do justice to all the wish of the Senate.
Parties whose misfortunes may oblige them |
come before the Committee. I would be’ Hon. Mr. MCKINDSEY --As a member
very glad to be relieved from serving on the 'of the Committee, I have no disposition to
Ommittee. I have acted upon it for many | press my claim to remain one of its mem-
Years. I know there was a little trouble on | bers. I am like the other members who
that Committee and my hon. friend from | bave sought an opportunity of withdrawing
Amherst did not have everything just his from that Committee. It would appear
Own way, and of course he left it. But there i now that nearly every gentieman on this

Was no farce about the decisions of the Com- 1

.

Mittee ; it was solid sound judgment. i

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-—I desire to say !
1at I have strong opinions on the subject of
Vorce, T believe that the marriage con-
'act is one that every one ought to be com-

Pelleq ¢ keep, as they are compelled to
Tespect any contract under the civil law.

Olding these opinions I may say that I

aVe no desire—on the contrary, I have an
c'bl'action—mto go on theCommittee. However,
Whatever this honourable House feels disposed
00 do,I think T have sufficient sense to judge
every case on its merits and according to

€ evidence given. T havestrong opinions,
and always have had in the lower House on
® subject of divorce cases. 1 daresay that

Voted against nearly all the Bills that came

i U8, because I had not the privilege of read-
% the evidence. It was generally volu-
$Inous and it came to us there with only a
VeW hours’ notice, but as I said before, I have
rry strong opinion upon the marriage con-
ra'cty.which I think is almost a sacred con-
ju::t’ if not entirely sacred, andshould bekept,
Civilthe same as a contract made un(:ler the
e law from' which no man has a right to
A::]de to Parliament to ask to be relieved.
vis; I bghe\'e, judging from the places I have
larlt,e(-i in the United States, more particu-
y0u) In the state of Illinois, that the easier
or make‘the relief from this contract the
the € applications you will have for divorce ;
Yefore I have strong opinions onthe matter. |

of ttl‘le Same time, I am willing, as a member
the 1s House, if the House so desires, to obey
I COmmand of thishonourable House,though
. n‘:ll do so reluctantly ; and I do not think
to g %0 prejudiced that I would be unable
1 \v:cide according to the evidence. While, |
; thu d be very much obliged to the House
ilit €y would relieve me from the responsi-
’HEmyb:f going on that Commlt-tee, as a young
evere ¥, 1 have always felt it my duty in
_°TY sphere of life to assume that responsi-

Committee has expressed his desire to be
relieved. I would suggest, therefore, that
these names be left entirely out of the ques-
tion, and that a committee be appointed
singly, one by one, of any members of the
House who may be named. That would pre-
vent any one being offended if he happened to
be left off. For my part, I shall notbeoffended
if T am dropped. I have no desire to be on
the Committee at all. T quite agree with
the hon. member from Anherst who stated
that a certain number of the legal frater-
nity should be upon that Committee, and T
quite agree with Judge Gowan, who says he
is willing to leave the matter with the
House. I am strongly of opinion that it
should be a mixed Committee. There are
laymen who can decide on matters of fact
with as great a degree of certainty, pro-
bably, as legal men. We have had a great
deal of conversation about it, and it seems
that almost every gentleman on this Com-
mittee is quite willing to retirve, and I think
that should be considered ; and the House
might name each individual to go upon the
Committee.  This discussion has taken
place because of the necessity of having a
medical man upon that Committee: T think
all who have spoken have expressed a desire
to retire from the Committee, and we might
take them at their word and appoint a new
Committee. If that courseis adopted, I have
great pleasure in moving that Judge Gowan
be a member of this Committee. -

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.) moved that
Mr. McKindsey be a member of the Com-
mittee.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN moved that Mr.
McKay be a member of the Committee.

Hon. Mr. McKAY Tt looks to me as
though, out of compliment to the members
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of this Committee, they are all going to be
reappointed, which I do not think is
proper. Perhaps we might resort to some
of the original men on this Committee, and
I would therefore move that Hon. Mr.
Dickey be a member of this Committee in
place of myself.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN—I may say I
have served on this Committee, and on my
application to the late leader of this House,
Mr. Abbott, he kindly consented to appoint
a gentleman whom I recommended, and I

have since been informed that that gentle-.
man has been a very conscientiousand pains-

taking member, and it is wholly on that
ground that T hope he will continue to
serve.

The motion was agreed to.
Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.) moved that

Mrv. Ferguson be a member of the Com-
mittee.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. POWER moved that Mr.
Kirchhoffer be a member of the Committee.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY moved that Mr.
Lougheed be a member of the Committee.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. DEVER moved that Dr.
McInnes be a member of this Committee.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.) moved

that Mr. Kaulbach be a member of the Com-
mittee.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. POWER moved that Mr. Read
of Quinté be a member of the Committee.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)—-I will do my
duty if the House desires me on the Com-
mittee, but I think I have served long enough.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—-That is nine mem-
bers. The Committee will therefore consist
of the following gentlemen:—The Hon.
Messrs. Gowan, McKindsey, McKay, Kirch-
hofter, Lougheed, McInnes (B.C.), Ferguson,
Kaulbach and Read (Quinté).

The Manitoba [SENATE] School Act.

THE CANADIAN PACIFICRAILWAY
COMPANY'S STOCK.
MOTION.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON moved :

That he will ask the (Gevernment to cause to be
laid before this House, a copy of all Orders in Coun-
cil authorizing an increase in the capital stock of
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, since the
passage of the Act of 1892, authorizing the company
to increase its capital stock subject to the approval
of the (overnment.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL- I may inform the
hon. gentleman, unless he desires to make a
'speech on this motion, that no application
} has been made on the part of the Canadian
| Pacific Railwayforan Order in Council under
ithe Act to which he refers, and therefore
. there will be no papers to bring down; so
iunless he desires to address the House, he
might allow the matter to drop.

The motion was allowed to stand.

THE MANITOBA SCHOOL ACT.
MOTION.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER moved

That an humble Address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor-tieneral ; prayingthat His
Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid before
this House :—

1. A copy of the deliberations, resolutions and
ordinances of the former Councilof Assiniboia, rela-
ing to educational matters within its jurisdiction as
it existed on the banks of the Red River hefore the
creation of the province of Manitoba.

2. A statement of the amounts paid by the said
Council of Assiniboia for the maintenance of schools,
showing the persons to whom such payments were
made, the schools for whichsuchamounts were paid,
and the religious denomination to which such
schools belonged.

3. A statement of the amounts paid by the Hud-
son’s Bay Company, or by its agents, to the schools
then existing in the territories forming to-day the
province of Manitoba.

4. A copy of all memoranda and instructions
serving as basis for the negotiations as a result o
which Manitoba became one of the provinces of the
Confederation ; together with a copy of the minutes
of the deliberations of the persons charged, on both
parts, to settle the conditions of the creation of the
province of Manitoba and of its entrance into the
Confederation ; and also, a copy of all memoranda,
returns and Orders in Council, establishing suc
conditions of entrance, or serving as a basis for the
preparation of ‘‘ The Manitoba Act.”

A. A copy of the despatches and instructions
from the Imperial Government to the Governmen
of Canada on the subject of the entrance of the pro-
vince of Manitoba into the Coufederation, com-
prising therein the recommendations of the Tmpe-




Mal (Government concerning the rights and privi-
ges-of the population of the Territories, and the
g“ari}ntees of protection to be accorded to the
i‘gqluu-ed rights, to the property, to the customs
(;“ to the institutions of that population by the
1overnment of Canada, in the settlement of the
Miculties which marked that period of the history
he Canadian West.
ofb' A copy of the Acts i)asserl by the Legislature
3nAI amto})a relating to education in that province,
a t( especially of the first act passed on this su_bjecb
intf)r the entrance of the said province of Manitobu
w the Confederation, and of the laws existing
d?"n the same subject in the said province imme-
refte_‘y before the passing of the Acts of 1890,
ating to the Public Schools and relating to the
“Partment of Education.
lat‘ - A copy of the Acts passed by the said Legis-
ca,t‘}re of Manitoba in 1890, on the subject of edu-
Eiotand the organization of the Department of
“ducation,
%h' A copy of all regulations with respect to
00ls passed by the (fovernment of Manitoba or

by the Advisory Board in virtue of the laws passed
by the Legislature of Manitoba, relating to

‘I')l 1890
Ublic Schools and the Department of Education.
ray e oPY of all correspondence, petitions, memo-
wé“la» resolutions, briefs, factums, judgments (as
"eln.t‘o first instance as in all stages of appeal),

i

Mapi to the school laws of the said province of
of (L);-t(})l a, since the st June, 1890, or to the claims

re olics on this subject ; and also, a copy of all
Ports to the Privy Council and of all Orders in
‘h:encﬂ relating to the same subject since the same

t Hon. My, BOWELL—There is no objec-
N to the address.

The motion was agreed to.
A PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT.

o . .
f the House to certain requests which had

exen mi}de for an adjournment. Without
impl"essxpg an opinion as to the propriety or
wg‘:lopl‘lety of adjourning, he thought there
Ovd be no objection on the part of the
-efnment to an adjournment at this
th:;.od of the session, for the reason that
Se;n:t Wwas no work at present before the
ey €, and no likelihood of there being any
"lem?me days. The length of the adjourn-
Tt Wwould be for the House to (fonsidel'.
su ﬂi:‘mld be some days before any bills were
enabllefltly advanced in the lower House to
&te them to come up before the Senate.
of Wwas more likely to be the gmse,because
mOnsefnew procedure adopted in the Com-
inte or the last two or three years, of going
the .o 'Mittee of Supply immediately after
Cirey option of the Address. Under the
Mstances, an adjournment for a week or

Heward [FEBRUARY 6, 1893] Divorce Bill.

Hon, Mr. BOWELL called the attention |
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ten days, or even twelve, would not at all
impede the business of the country, unless
the Committee on Divorce, which evidently
had a good deal to do, would like to have a
shorter adjournment in order to get to work.

| Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—I give notice
that I will move that when this House
adjourns on Tuesday next, it stand adjourned
till three weeks from Monday.

BILLS IN THE SENATE,
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Is it
the intention of the Government to bring
down Bills to this House to give us work to
go on with? They have sent Bills down
from time to time.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—I think there may
be a few ; in fact I have already spoken to
' the Premier upon the subject, and as many
as he can possibly give us will be laid before
us.

The Senate adjourned at 4.30 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottaica, Monday, February Gth, 180.5.
Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at 3

o'clock.
Prayers and routine proceedings.

HEWARD DIVORCE BILL.
FIRST READING.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN, from the Select
. Committee on Divorce, to whom was referred
the application of Edmund Holyoake Heward,
| for relief, presented their first report and
‘moved its adoption. He said : In this case
| we found the papers all regular; the publi-
. cation duly made, the service not personal,
| but the terms of the rule had been complied
with. The papers had been served on the
father of the respondent. She was at the
time supposed to be living in Chicago. He
promised to give them to his daughter.
Afterwards, another copy was served upon
the mother of the defendant, who declined to
say where her daughter was residing. Every
effort was made to comply with the rule,
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and as a substitutional service was made, 1
think such service should be accepted as
sufficient.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW presented Bill (A)
« An Act for the relief of Edmund Holyoake
Heward.”

The Bill was read the first time.

THE HEBDEN DIVORCE BILL.
FIRST READING.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN, from the Select
Committee on Divorce to whom was referred
the application of Robert Young Hebden
for relief, presented their second report and
moved its adoption. He said : In this case, as
in the last, all the papers were regular, the
publication was duly made in the local
papers and in the Canada Gazette. The
service was not personal as the residence of
the respondent is not known. However, the
parties, acting under the rule, made the best
service they could. Every effort was made
to comply with the rules and to bring the
application to the notice of the respondent.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW presented Bill (B)
“ An Act for the relief of Robert Young
Hebden.”

The Bill was read the first time.

THE BALLANTYNE DIVORCE BILL.

FIRST READING.

Hon Mr. GOWAN, from the Select
Committee on Divorce, to whom was refer-
red the application of Martha Ballantyne for
relief, presented their third report and
moved its adoption. He said : In this case
all the papers were regular, and notice
was served upon the respondent personally.

The motion was 'a,greed to.

Hon Mr. CLEMOW presented Bill (C)
“ An Act for the relief of Martha Ballan-
tyne.”

The Bill was read the first time.

THE EXPERIMENTAL FARM.
MOTION.
Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE moved :

That an humble address be presented to His
Fxcellency the Governor-General, praying that His
Excellency will please to cause to be laid before
this House, a list giving the names of all persons
employed at the Experimental Farm at Ottawa,
with the age, nationality, religion, salary, occupa-
tion, title, and date of appointment of each such
person.

The motion was agreed to.

THE CENSUS OF 1891.
MOTION.
Hon. Mr. TASSE moved :

That an humble address he presented to His
Excellency the Governor-(ieneral, praying that His
Excellency will cause to be laid before this House,
information, accompanied with full explanatory
remarks, from the oflicer in charge of the direction
and superintendence of the last Canadian Census
of 1891, on the following points : —

1. Was the enumeration of the French element
of the population, in the taking of the Census of
1891, intended and carried on to convey the same
information as was furnished by the previous Cen-

sus of 1851 and 1861, of the former province o

(Canada, and of the Canadian Census of 1871 and
1881 ?

2. What was the meaning intended and the in-
terpretation given, in the taking of the Census of
1891, to the words Freuch Canadian and Canadia®
French as heading of one of the columns of Census
Schedule No. 1?

3. What is the precise meaning and what is t0
be understood by the various words made use of in
the Census Bulletin No. 11,signed (seorge Johnson,
statistician, namely, the words Nationalitiesy
Nationalites, French-speaking, English-speaking;
Canadiens-Aunglais, as part of the new nomencla-
ture adopted ?

4. Were there peo‘)le of French nationality, real
Frenchmen, excluded from the registration of the
French element of the population on account o
being born outside of Canada, and were there
French people included amnong the English-speak-
ing on account of being able to speak the English
language ? Is there any connection between such
cases and the nomenclature of Bulletin No. 11,
and if not, why is it that the simple word F rench,
formerly used as meaning the French element, was
abandoned, to be variously replaced by the words
French-speaking, French Canadians, and so forth ?

5. What were, in addition to the pointed in
structions, the practical explanations and direc
tions given to the officers, commissioners and ent
merators, as regards the registration of the French
element of the population, or persons of Frenc
origin or nationality ? R

6. Was the actual enumeration of the French, 1
1891 uniformly carried on_thrpughout, in the
various census districts, sub-districts and divisions :

7. Are there reasons to apprehend, from dire¢
investigation, personal knowledge, or statistic#
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Mumber of French people, are notably deficient in
¥0me or many returns of the enumeration of 1891 ?
8. Were the returns delivered by the enumera.
'S examined by the commissioners, the officers, :
%nd at the central office under the supervision, the !
l'esl‘)m)sibility of the superintendent, in view to test
€Ir accuracy and to correct apparent errors ? '
iy Was it noticed by some of the officers or the |
e“Pel‘lntendent. that “very serious discrepancies
c"lstaed in the return oi the French between the
cellsus of 1891, and the statistical series of previous
“D8uses, and was thereby trouble taken to investi- |
gf“'e the serious question raised by the very striking 1
Want of eoncordance ?
Peto' Is there any rational explanation of the.
harns of 1891, by which the French appear to|
c?“'e met abnormous losses in their number, espe- |
tally in Nova Scotia, Ontario and the Territories?;
of 1. Are there local or accidental causes capable l
explaining the vast differences in the multipli-
?;"t“m of the French which would have taken place, |
e figures of the Census of 1891 were correct,;
an d“'egn Prince Edward Island, New Brunswick |
Nova Scotia, for instance ? :
taie Was there, at any time, steps taken to ascer- |
ret“ the cause and extent of such extraordinary
sioe 18 3 if not, what was the cause of that omis-
&n(lil 5 if 80, what were the proceedings adopted,
' What the results?
tal.-). Ha.g the Superintendent of the Censusof 1891,
ac €D notice of the very determined objection to
Sexclept the extraordinary figures of 1891, as repre-
a ting the actual number of the French in Canada,
Nent (8 80y serious investigation of this important
Qestion been undertaken by himn; if so, what are
crie Conclusions arrived at including the statistical
ticism involved.

p Hon. Mr. ANGERS—The Government
t}:‘.s 1o opposition to offer to the motion. I
wlflk it is a very proper motion and one

ich may throw considerable new light on

€ census, It will furnish an opportunity
the officers who have been in charge of
b&‘: lmportant work to show the public the
beees upon which they have acted. It has
aly hI:) stated already, perhaps, in this House,
ugh not during this session, that the
as ©8 of the present census are not the same

.of. the census of 1881. One reason for

1818, that in 1881 we were not so particular
i l}llt leaving out the absentees. A man
wg t have been absent from Canada for
beo’ three or four years, and still he would
lim‘.'ecol'ded as a Canadian. It has now been
Ot»hlted-to a much shorter absence. Some
188&]r Inaccuracies may have occurred in
regic, ing to the fact that a man might be
l_egfsbered in his family and might also be
beg‘s%red at the very place he happened to
ha:hen the census was going on. It may
Sta.: occurred—and did occur in some in-
twie > -that the same person was registered

. !
Criticism, that the figures given as representing the
gures g {’ 8

6. Tt has also been pointed out—and

this motion has this important point in
view—that the French Canadians have not

tprogressed of late in the same proportion as
' they have in the past. I think some misun-

derstanding may have occurred as to the way
they should have been registered. Now, re-
ferring specially to New Brunswick, I have
no doubt that a number of people of French
descent may have been entered there under
another nationality, and my reason for so
stating is this, from the closest study that 1
could make of the history of the Acadians
of that province, under the French regime, I
find that the people of Acadia never would
acknowledge themselves as Canadians. They
were a separate people; they called them-
selves Acadians under the French, and to-
day they call themselves French-Acadians ;
but they would not register as French-Cana-
dians, and I could not blame them upon this
point. They have a history of their own;
they have a glory of their own, and they
have a martyrdom of their own. They
would not renounce that for fear of losing
the name of Acadian. This is one of the
reasons why they did not perhaps acknow-
ledge the name,of Canadian. It is very dif-
ferent with us in the province of Quebec, .
since we have been fortunate enough to
extend our own name over the whole
Dominion, which is called Canada, and it has
not been the lot of the Acadians to have the
Dominion called Acadia.

Hon. Mr. TASSE-—I would like to ask
the hon. gentleman how they have been
registered-—as Canadians ?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—In answer to the
hon. member’s address, I hope the depart-
ment will be in a position to state how they
have been registered. Perhaps they have
registered themselves under a nationality
which was not really their own. The re-
turn, I presume, will show that.  Now, I
will give another instance of inaccuracy
which may have occurred: I do not admit
that any of these inaccuracies existed, but
is is my duty to point out how inaccuracies
might occur. A Frenchman married an Irish
woman, or a Scotchwoman ; the persontaking
the census comes to the house and inquires
from the woman what her nationality is ; she
says she is Scotch or Irish, as the case may
be, and that she has got five children ; she
cannot understand that her children are not

! Scotch or Irish and she would register them
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immediately as seven young Irishmen or
Scotchmen, though the father, a Frenchman,
should under the law determine the national-
ity. It is agreat pity that he was notat home
tonake the law quite clear to his wife. Such

inaccuracies may have occurred ; and I, for:

one, as a French-Canadian, suffer a disap-
pointment in examining the census, as we all
do ; however, I repeat, after pointing out at
first sight what might be accepted as a con-
soling explanation for the disappointment
we have suffered, the return will be brought
down and I hope will satisfy the House and
the people of Canada in general. Tt is the
intention of the Government to have some

sus enumerators and these instructions have
not been laid before this'House. Can the
hon. gentleman inform me when they will be
brought down ?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-—I shall take a note
of it and make an inquiry. I will have it
brought down as soon as possible.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—To make the return
more intelligible and satisfactory, I presume
| the hon. gentleman will have no objection to
‘accompany it with a copy of the instructions
given in 1881.

note or remark made in the preface of the.

census to prevent any misunderstandings or
to prevent calculations being based on such
statements that might be inaccurate and
prejuidcial to any class of Canadians in the
Dominion.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Would it not
be well to frame this motion so that it
would apply to other nationalities as well as
the French?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-—TIt might.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH —I know that
the basis of the census in many provinces is
not the same as it was in  the previous cen-
sus. Many were left off the last census who
had previously been on the list. I would
suggest that this should not be confined to
French, but should apply to other nationali-
ties.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-——Perhaps it would
be as well not to mix the two questions. If
the hon. member from Lunenburg wishes to
have information on another point, he might
move a motion to that effect. I should like
to have the return brought down to answer
as fully as possible the motion of my hon.
friend on the other side.

Hon. Mr. TASSE—If T am to accept the
explanation of the hon. Minister of Agri-
culture, a great many of the husbands must
have been absent when this census was
taken. At the same time, I must say that
last year, at the very laut day of the session,
I asked for some inforination in connection
with the instructions that had been given by
the Department of Agriculture to the cen-

Hon. Mr. ANGERS -Tt is not asked
for.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The other would be
valueless without it. If there is a differ-
ence between the two years, I think it is
only fair that the House should understand
it.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS —The motion of my
hon. friend will have to be amended to cover
it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Is there any objection
to amending it ?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—I have no objec
tion ; I do not know whether the mover is
content.

Hon. Mr. TASSE—T have no objection.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I propose that the in-
structions given to the census enumerators
in 1881, should also be returned at the same
time. ,

Hon. Mr. TASSE-—May I know from the
hon. gentleman when T can expect to have
the information asked for in 1y motion ?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—I could not fix the
date now. It isvery hard te state when the
papers will be brought down, but I hope the
House will rely upon my word when I say
that they will be brought down as soon as
possible.

The motion as amended was agreed to.
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CANADIAN PACIFIC RATLWAY
COMPANY'’S CAPITAL STOCK.

MOTION.
Hon. Mr. BOULTON moved —

That he will ask the Government to cause to be
a1d hefore this House, a copy of all Orders in Coun-
cil authorizing an increase in the capital stock of

€ Canadian Pacific Railway Company, since the
Passage of the Act of 1892, authorizing the company
0 Increase its capital stock, subject to the approval
of the Government.

He said . Hon. gentlemen, I have asked a
Question in regard to the increase of stock
In the Canadian Pacific Railway. The reason
have for asking this question is on account
of the Act that was passed in 1892, relative
an increase of stock in the Canadian
acific Railway. Hon. gentlemen will recol-
et the Act that came before this House,
A short Act which provided for an issue of

Ordinary stock in lieu of consolidated deben-

Ure stock. A further issue of capital stock
3nd an jssye of consolidated debenture stock.
en that Act appeared in committee last
Year, which was the first time I had cogniz-
ance of it, T took objection to the Act, and
thought unusual powers were being

, Sonferred upon stch a powerful com-|

Pany a5 the Canadian Pacific Railway Com-
Pany, that would permit them, without any
'Mitation, to increase their capital stock. I
Va8 told in defence of that that it was sub-
I8t to the approval of the Canadian Gov-
Tnment, and that therefore all the safeguards
At were necessary were erected. The com-
Mittee were satisfied with that,’and I was
:a't“‘ﬁefi also. I see now, however, that the
sut Ority to issue consolidated debenture
tock without the authority of the Govern-
gle_nt, would enable them first to issue con-
SOhdated, then exchange for ordinary stock,
0 bond the new lines relieved from the
i;(efi charge of consolidated stock, and then
crease the capital demanding dividends.
1S leads, hon. gentlemen, to one of two
ra;ngs' Either the people must bear the
a F§10P the credit of the country suffers by
aft, :'1 ure to pay dividends. Immediately
issu'" the passage of this Act there was an
W, e of stock of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
) ed{" COlnpa.nX, and it was with the know-
a.ftge of that increase of stock, immediately
to * the passage of this Act, that caused me
in l‘)x“t my notice upon the motion paper, to
is:{l;(;'e what amount of stock had been
» and whether the necessary authority

i had been obtained from the Government of
| Canada in regard to the issue of this stock.
i The hon. leader of the House told me on
' Friday last that no application had been
~made by the Canadian Pacific Railway Com-
.pany and that therefore, presumably, the
| necessity for the question did not exist any
‘longer. Well, hon. gentlemen, I feel that
i the public interests at stake in regard to this
. matter are so great that I could not avoid
explaining the reasons why I put the
motion upon the paper, why I had given
vent, as some people might say, to my poetic
imagination as 1 did last Wednesday, in
ithe debate on the Address. 1T live, as
‘you all know, 1,600 miles from here in
the province of Manitoba, and I live in
the interior of the country among the
farmers. We have been a little unfortunate
this year. with a short crop and low prices,
and all the winter the price for our oats has
ruled 13 cents a bushel ; although it has not
jalways been quite as bad as that. The price
of our wheat varies from 25 to 50 cents a
bushels, and we have to pay for coal oil 45
cents a gallon. The reason that our oats
only bring 13 cents a bushel is because the
rates on the Canadian Pacific Railway absorb
a very large portionof the merchantable value
of it in the rates. Oats is a good crop with us
| generally, and if plumnp and heavy, will find
a market in England, but if light will have
to be sold in Montreal for about 33 cents. A
buyer informed me that the rate on oats to
Mongreal is 20 cents a bushel, and on account
of dry weather our crop was light in yield and
weight. The reason that our coal oil is so
dear, as I explained to hon. gentlemen last
week, is because the duty put upon coal oil,
and the ratescharged by the Canadian Pacific
Railway to convey that coal oil to us are so
great, that when it arrives in our neighbour-
hood it costs us 45 cents a gallon. Hon.
gentlemen will understand that if you only
receive 13cents a bushel for your oats, which
is your staple, or 25 to 50 cents for wheat,
which is your staple, and have to pay 45
cents a gallon for coal oil, and have to pay
for everything else in proportion, it must
bring hardship. If that hardship is un-
avoidable we can bear it, but if it is not un-
avoidable we want_ to see our way out. I
will acknowledge that coal oil is a difficult
thing to convey, and the rates, of course, are
more on coal oil than on sugar or nails ; but
the inequality between thevalue of our labour
in the sale of oats and wheat, and the value
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of our purchasing power in the matter of'
coal oil, &c., and the dividends that the.
Canadian Pacific Railway is earning out of
the industry of the country is of such a char-
acter that it cannot be said there is an equit- !
able distribution of the profits of labour ; for |
that reason, hon. gentlemen, I watched care- |
fully the purpose of the Act of last year and
became seriously alarmed at the increase of
capital stock of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way. Since the hon. leader of the House
told me that no application was made to the
Government, 1 had the opportunity of asking
one of the leading officials of the Canadian
Pacific Railway with regard to the issue of
stock, and he told me that the debenture!
stock is a first charge, a fixed charge upon
the road, ditfering in that way from the ordi-
nary stock ; but this Act that was passed last
year gave power to the Canadian Pagific Rail-
way to exchange its ordinary stock for de-
benture stock-—-to change backwards and
forwards. Well, apparently the Act does
not prevent the Canadian Pacific Railway
increasing its debenture stock while it con-
trols its issue of ordinary stock so far as the
approval of the Dominion Government is
necessary to allow it to do so. I think my-|
self that the same thing ought tv have been
done with regard to debenture stock as has
been done with the ordinary stock ; and that
the control of the Government should have
been exercised in both cases.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—For fear there
might be a misapprehension, I may repeat
what I stated—that no application had been
made by the Canadian Pacific Railway direc-
tors for an increase of their stock. I gave
no opinion as to what they had done in
reference to the change of one stock to
another.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I am quite aware
of that.. Tt is in consequence of your saying
that there was no application made that T
am now endeavouring to see whether I was in-
correct in regard to the position I had taken,
and I find that I was mistaken in this, that
the issue in July of last year, was consoli-
dated debenture stock and not ordinary
stock. The traffic returns of the railways of
Canada are presented for the information of
the people of Canada through the Statistical
Year Book, which is a compilation of ordinary
statistics, including the returns handed over

to the Government by the private companies

and corporations as required by the Govern-
ment, who hand them in turn to the public
through these channels, and by the Statistical
Year Book of Canada, page 457, 1 see in 1890,
that there was 5,085 miles of railway of the
Canadian Pacitic Railway Company in oper-
ation, and that the capital paid up was
2255,854,948. A little lower down I see
that the New Brunswick system, which is
part of the Canadian Pacific Railway system
—although T believe only a leased part of it
—was 415 miles. The capital paid up was
$£15,424,496 on this system. Then I see a
year later, in 1891, a foot note and asterisk
where the New Brunswick system was en-
tered the year previous, the foot note saying
“included in Canadian Pacific system.”
Therefore, that has increased the mileage of
the Canadian Pacific Railway system from
5,085 miles in 1890, to 5,537 milesin 1891 ;
but the capital returned as capital paid up has
increased from $255,000,000 in round num-
bers to $279,000,000 in round numbers, or
in other words, when the New Brunswick
system was by itself, the capital paid up was
returnedas $15,000,000 ; when it is absorbed
in the Canadian Pacitic Railway system it
becomes $£24,000,000.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT I beg the hon. gentle-
man’s pardon for interrupting, but I think
the figures are very misleading indeed. That
could not possibly be paid-up capital. TIhave
been trying to make out what these figures
are. I think it is the total cost of all the
railways and the rolling stock. It certainly
is not capital account.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON T give it as it is
returned here.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—This is not a return
for which there is any authority. It is not

possible—they have only a capital of $65,
000,000.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Tt is very impro-
per that such a return should appear in our
statistical reports.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT--Oh, yes, it is wrong.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—It is on page 247,
and the return is in reference to several rail-
ways : Canada Atlantic, $3,000,000 capital
paid up; Canada Southern, $4,000,000;
Canadian Pacific Railway, $255,000,000



Paid up; and so on. Now, these returns
Must come from the railway company. They

Cannot be the imagination of the Govern-
Ment,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It must be wrong ;
th(} Canada Atlantic have not any suchcapital
Paid up, That is more than the whole value

of the railway—-bonds, rolling stock, capital
and all,

Hon. Mr. BOULTON T am quite aware
of that. If you give me time I will come
to these points ; but what I wish to point out
18, that it appears in the public returns of the

Ountry that the capital paid up of the Cana-

dian Pacific Railway in 1890 was 2255,000,-
000, and the following year $279,000,000-
ere is the country’s authority for the state-
Ment—and it is natural to suppose that,
Under the Act of 1892, passed last year,
Whatever capital .stock may be at the pre-
ent moment claiming dividends, they have
the power to increase it up to $279,000,000
! they choose to do so by a vote of their
sha41‘€31101(1e1~s. At any rate, hon. gentlemen,
You will admit that we, who have to judge
O thege things from a public stand-point,
ave only got this material to work with.
ave here the Canadian Pacific Railway
dccount—their annual report—and I have
€ statistics given us from the Year Book,
?‘nd I see that the capital stock has been
lncf‘eased by $24,000,000 between 1890 and
B 91, simply by the absorption of the New
itr“nSWick system, which, when it was by
Self, wag only $15,000,000, and therefore
o 30ould imagine the transaction was a sale
the New Brunswick system for $15,000,-
Ra; and a transfer to the Canadian Pacific
isa;l\my for $24,000,000. That, T presume,
0c € nature of the transaction that has
Casioned this increase. Of course, it is
Lite Capable of explanation if it is wrong ;
P % s improper, and if it is not a correct
;‘:sentation of the case, it should certainly
wh?ppear from the statistics of the country,
are ¢h are most misleading to us when they
H not correct.
Ouse asked us last Wednesday to accept
fOPa‘?t“i_ll facts the statements given to us
an dot:lr information through bhpse sta.tlsiilc.s,
e herefore, accepting them in that spmp,
a g0 Only take it for granted that there is
Oundation for the return on this page.

Whlﬁon' Mr. SCOTT--I sent for the return
€ t;)he hon. gentleman was speaking.
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The hon. leader of this-

There is an official ‘return, published by
authority, a summary statement of the capi-
tal of all the railways I have itin my
hands ; and my hon. friend is in error. This
report by the Bureau of Agriculture is not
authentic, and it is entirely wrong. Tt is
absurd to talk of $15,000,000 for the New
Brunswick system.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON T would refer the
hon. gentleman to another return on page
463, entitled the actual and theoretical
cost of the principal railways in Canada.
There the Canadian Pacific Railway is re-
| turned as 5,537 miles ; the theoretical cost is
iput down as $186,000,000, and the actual
| cost returned as $279,000,000 ; cost per mile
. %50,433. This return shows us that the
factual cost of the Canadian Pacific Railway
,is $279,000,000, #8,000,000 a year is three
per cent interest on $279,000,000 ; on 6,000
odd miles of road, at $50,000 per mile : the
safety of the company or the credit of the
company does not demangd dividends on such
an excessive cost.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—That is the cost of the
railway—not the capital account.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—These figures tally
with the figures on page 457, where it is
represented as $279,000,000, capital paid up.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-—Does that include
the subsidies ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —I do not think it
includes the subsidies. That is just the very
point I wish to arrive at. If the Canadian
Pacific Railway are going to claim dividends
on the subsidies as well as on the outlay of
their own capital, I say the greatest injustice
would be done to the people who have to
support the Canadian Pacific Railway ; and
if this Act was passed last year for the pur-
pose of working up that \$279,000,000 and
getting the three per cent dividends for that
amount for all time to come, & great injustice
is done to the industry of the country whose
earnings have to supportthe Canadian Pacific
Railway and pay whatever dividends are
returned as part of the profit of the road ;
and I wish to bring to the notice of the
people of the country that these dividends
are excessive and that they are pressing upon
our industries and with the protective tariff
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are restricting the develdpment of the whole I terial on hands, $2,524,000. Then the
country ; and for that reason it is well for us \ Dominion guarantee funds for the dividends,
to understand exactly what we are doing in } $3,712,000, I have not added, although it is
regard to this matter. I have heard it stated | part of the dividends and might properly be
—1I think by Mr. VanHorne—that one-third | added to the cost of the road, because it is
of the earnings of the road come from our f interest provided for the capital during con-
western country. The earnings last year struction. However, 1 have not included
according to the Canadian Pacitic Railway | those three latter items. 1t appears in the

report were £20,000,000. One-third of that
is nearly $7,000,000. Now, hon. gentlemen,
if we contribute $7,000,000 to the earnings“
of the Canadian Pacific Railway, you will|
grant that at any rate we should have some
" voice in saying whether the policy that is
governing the great and powerful corporation
is a just one to all who are connected with
the country at large, and to us particularly
in Western Canada, who have to pay exceed-
ingly long transportation rates in order to
market our produce and get our returns, and
it is that fact, that we have to contribute so
much to the Canadian Pacitic Railway, that
justifies me in coming before this honourable
House and asking these questions and placing
these facts before the House. Now, the
Canadian Pacific Railway report is given to
us ; it is courteously sent around to every hon.
gentleman. Every year we get one of these,
reports and we are at liberty to examine it !
and find out for ourselves exactly what the |
operations of the company are, and now I
come to the actual cost as shown through their
balance sheets. The actual cost of the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway as shown by the
balance sheet of 1891 is as follows :—-

Main line..............
Lines acquired or held un-
der perpetual lease. . ..

$130,499,104 90
18,818,912 80

Branch lines............ 10,000,000 00
Rolling stock........... 14,000,000 00
Shops and machinery. . .. 1,228,000 00
Atlantic and North-west-
ern Railway, 5 per cent
bonds................ 3,240,000 00
Columbia and Kootenay
Railway, first mort-
G-, 693,500 00
Advanceon lake gnd ferry
steamers . ............ 652,000 00

Now, that is given to us in this balance
sheet as the cost of the road, and those

figures total up $180,000,000 altogether. I
am not reading all the figures in that report.
There are other items such as the Chinaand
Japan steam-ships amounting to §3,471,000.
T have not included that, because, of course,
that is represented by the steam-ship com-
pany. Nor have I added supplies and ma-

v

balance sheet altogether, including all the
items, that is, temporary loans on security,
cash in treasury, etc., that the total amount
is $206,524,000, so that the hon. gentleman
from Ottawa may see that it is working up
towards the $279,000,000.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-—Cost, not capital.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—The actual cost is
working up to $279,000,000. There is the
item of the lines built by the Government,
$35,000,000, which is not included in this
estimated cost—the lines between Lake
Superior and Winnipeg and the 200 miles in
the Rocky Mountains and the Pembina
Branch which were made a free gift ; also
15,000,000 acres of land unsold, which at the
average per acre of last year’s sales,according
to their own account, would realize $62,-
640,000. Now, the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way Company might feel that they were
entitledto get dividends on that $35,000,000
worth of railroad that the Government pre-
sented to them and on the £62,000,000 worth
of land that the Canadian Government gave
them. I am showing in what way it might
be increased to the $279,000,000. At all
events, the balance sheet shows the actual
cost as %206,000,000. Now, on the other
side of the balance sheet you will sze where
the money came from that provided this
$180,000,000.

Mortgage bonds sold.. ... .. $47,956,000
Four per cent consolidated de-
benture stock............. 19,770,000

That is prior, I suppose, to the issue of con-
solidated debenture stock last year, which T
think was £12,000,000.

Land grant bonds. . ......... $18,426,000
Government subsidy......... 25,000,000
Landssold.................. 19,558,000

That includes $10,000,000 worth that the
Dominion Government bought back of the
subsidy of 6,500,000 acres at $1.50 per acre,
when the company were financing for con-
struction.

Townsitesales. ... ...... ...
Bonuses from municipalities. .

$2,183,000
348,000
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Hon. gentlemen will see that these are all
securities that have been sold, that are fixed
charges against the road, that total up alto-
gether 5133,244,531, as money that has been
Provided by the sale of these securities, and
which have become fixed charges by the
company, and under bonds authorized by
he Canadian Parliament. Then, after that,
they have on hand, according to their own
Statement, 16,111,000 acres of land. Thave
put the value of that land at $2 per acre.
he selling price at present realizes from $4
t0 24.75 per acre, according to last year’s
sales, so the land is becoming a valuable
asset, and I have put it down at $2 per
acre, so that it may represent a good, fair
cash asset, if the development of the country
8oes-on as it is doing at the present mo-
Ment.  Add that $33,000,000 to the $133,-
000,000 of the bonds that they have sold, the
Proceeds of which have gone to the construc-
tion of the road, and then deduct that from
the other side of the balance sheet, and it
€aves $22,700,216.45 as an actual asset
Which might be represented by the money
Paid in by the shareholders. I see that
2 letter has appeared in the New York
tnes and in one or two other newspapers
Which evidently are not very friendly to the
Company, In that letter 1t is represented
that the amount really contributed by the
anadian Pacific Railway shareholdersdidnot
4mount to twenty-twomillions of dollarsatall.
Owever, I do not propose to go into that
Question, T am simply taking this balance
Sheet just as it is presented to us to show,
&cording to the Canadian Pacific Railway
OWpany’s own showing,what the cost of the
Y0ad has been, and to show according to their
OWn statement where the receipts and moneys
ave come from and what the cost of con-
Struction and what amount, adding the
ssets of land grants, the Dominion Govern-
Went, hag given them. That leaves twenty-
Vo millions of dollars. The annual earning
£0Wex: of the Canadian Pacific Railway as I
Xplained last year, amounts to $20,241,000
and the working expenses to $12,231,000,
h?a"lng the net earnings $8,009,659. The
w’fed charges are $4,644,493 and the surplus
3s 83,345,166, which is the dividend paying
aroer of the Canadian Pacific Railway stock
P&'rt from the guarantee fund that was de-
Sited with the- Dominion Government of
col‘ee per cent for ten years. Now, what I
tend in all fairness to the people of Can-
a, 'Wh90 have to work hard for the produce

that they raise in order to pay their way,
is that $3,345,000 which represents a portion
of their earnings, is out of all proportion for
interest upon the twenty-two million dollars,
comparing it with the prices farmers realize
for their produce. If we had free trade the
volume of business would increase under it,
and I venture to say, without pressing
unduly upon the industry of the people, the
profits of the Canadian Pacific Railway would
be more than they are to-day, notwithstand-
ing the power of extraction both the Govern-
ment and the Canadian Pacific Railway
exercise.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—-The stock proper is
sixty-five millions of dollars.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—According tothis -
statement, Sir, I contend that somewhere in
the neighbourhood of $22,000,000 represents
the money that was paid into the work, in
addition to the bonds that were sold, in ad-
dition to the consolidated debenture stock
sold, in addition to the cash subsidy given
and so on, represents the capital that may be
claimed to have been paid in by the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway shareholders them-
selves—the originators of the company.
Now, five per cent interest on that $22,000,-
000 is in the neighbourhood of $1,000,000
and every hon. gentleman will acknowledge’
that five per cent interest is a very good
rate indeed for 4 permanent investment such
as the Canadian Pacific Railway Company
is likely to prove. But the dividend that is
being taken and charged through the rates
is three and a half millions of dollars
nearly—that is two and a half millions
of dollars in excess of what is reason-
able and fair for the capital that has
been invested” in that line. The con-
cession of half a million dollars to the
people of western Canada, when the crop
was poor and the prices for their wheat and
oats were low, would make all the difference
of prosperity or difficulty and trouble, and
yet, notwithstanding the fact that those
dividends are heaping up and as we have
been given to understand,while the dividend,
or rather net earnings last year were eight
millions of dollars-—they have been increased
this year, I understand, by about a million
-——notwithstanding that increase of dividends
and notwithstanding the fact which the
company knows perfectly well, that we have
had a hard season in consequence of difficul-
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ties over which we have no control our-lof the people in that way and their passen-

selves, that we have those rates to pay, a | ger travel that the earnings of the company

concession of half a million of dollars:are made up. The Canadian Government

last year would have made all the difference has also been liberal to the railroad in their

in the world to the people of our western mail carriage. They earn 2516,098.45 a

country in the success of their operations, | year for carrying the mails, and in addition

and it is with a knowledge of the fact that to that they have been treated most liber-

there has been no diminution of the freight.ally in the gifts which have been given to

rates that I bring up this subject. The | them, and which have imposed on the people

freight rates have been going on and keeping : of Canada a heavy liability which has yet to

up just exactly in the same proportion. I|be paid off and the interest on which has to

will read from their report what their rates : be met. The gifts by the Canadian people

are. The earnings per ton per mile in 1889 ; to the company amount to $116,603,493, as

were 91 cents ; in 1890 they were 84 cents ; follows: Cash subsidy, %25,000,000 ; cash

in 1891 they were 91 cents again, 5o that not- | for land purchased, $10,189,521 ; 650 miles

withstanding the fact that the company has | of railway built in the most difficult part of

been exceedingly prosperous and that the the line, %35,000,000 ; 30,000,000 acres of -
country has supported the raiiroad in a most E land, less amount repurchased, 23,000,000

unusual and excessive degree, there has been iacres at $2, $46,000,000—those are the

no concession in the diminution of the rates | gifts, and to that extent we can fairly claim

which are charged to the people of the coun- to be sleeping partners, with the privilege

try for the carrying of their produce. I am|of waking up now and then. All that has

quite willing to accord to the Canadian|been made a free gift to the company, and

Pacific Railway the credit that they are de- it is with the knowledge of these facts that

serving of for the successful management of | I have brought the subject to your notice.

their line. I do not think there has been|So far as the rates are concerned they are

any parallel to it. The administrative ability | not equitably levied—they are not levied

at the head of their management and the!|with the-idea of developing the industries of

administrative ability at the head of their, the country to the fullest extent. The rates

departments is most excellent and very large- | press upon our produce.

ly contributes to the success of the railroad.
It must not be forgotten, however, that the] Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington)—
geographical position of Canada, the unusual | Would the hon. gentleman be surprised to
advantages that Canada offers for a trans-|know that the Canadian Pacific Railway
continental line, also contribute very largely | Company’s rates to the Atlantic seaboard are
to the success of the enterprise. They are!3% to 40 per cent lower than any of the
indebted also to the people who live along ! American lines and during open navigation
the line,and who, by their industry, have sup- | ®i@ Montreal, the advantages to the Cana-
plied the traffic and produce that enable the | dian farmer are increased from 17} to 47}
company to earn these large dividends. Now, | per cent.

let me quote from page 26 of the report, to
show exactly what the company carried to| Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I took the ground
earn their income. The quantities were in|in my remarks on the trade question the

1891, as follows :— lother day that the material prosperity of
Flour 2 318,000 hils | Canadaas compared with that of the United
G 8 000 baach, ‘ States was not the question that we had to
L 309,000 head, ' deal with—it was whether we could have
Lumber................ 630,000,000 feet. ! more material prosperity in Canada by the
Mimmfuctired irticies, | 9%.000 tons. | naoption of a different policy.  The question
All otl;er articles. ....... 860,000 tons. of what the freight rates are in the U nited

i States has nothing whatever to do with us.
Hon. gentlemen will see that it is our lumber, | Can we not get better freight rates than the
our flour, our grain, our live stock, our general | people of the United States? Are there not
merchandise that contribute to this income. | conditions existing in the United States such
The people have to buy their general mer- | as we complain of at the present moment in
chandise, and have to sell their lumber, | Canada—have not railroads in that country
grain and flour, and it is out of the earnings | heaped up their capital account, heaped up
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the dividend earning demands of their rail-
Ways to such an extent, that in order to meet
the excessive demands of capital jn that
Country they cannot bring down their rates®
Che proposition that we, wha have been so
liberal to the Canadian Pacific Railway,should

€ep up our rates as they are kept up on the
other side of the line is not the question at
all. T am not discussing the question of rates,

ut I am explaining how the rates are levied
80 far as they press upon us. What I am

Iscussing is the fact of the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company’s dividend of $3,500,000
on %22,000,000 capital being out of propor-
tion to the earnings of the people.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—The hon. gentle-
Man’s contention is that the Railway Com-
Pany is getting 15 per cent.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—Yes, sir ; T have
shown by the figures here that the original
Outlay of the Canadian Pacific Railway share-

olders was twenty-two millions of dollars.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN — Are you quoting
.fom the outrageous reports that appeared
M some American newspapers recently ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —No, I never saw
e article to which the hon. gentleman
Tefers until some one pointed it out to me
after T had put my motion on the paper. I
3 quoting from the report of the Canadian
acitic Railway Company itself.

Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington)—T
S¢e the hon. gentleman has the report of the
anadian Pacific Railway Company under
1S hands, how then can he say that the
apital of the company is only twenty-two
Willions of dollars? He evidently does not
Understand the report, or he is misleading
Me House. T will tell the hon. member from

arquette what the facts are about the
Capital stock.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—What is the his-
9Ty of the Canadian Pacific Railway Com-
ANy as far as the capital stock is concerned ?
of € original stock I believe was five millions
: C}Ollars. Then there was a share dividend
"hich increased the capital stock to twenty-
Ve millions of dollars.

1:1011. Mr. SCOTT--It was originally twen-

ty-five nillions of dollars.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—It was originally
five millions of dollars and was afterwards
increased to twenty-five millions of dol-
lars. Then under the General Railway
Act which gives the railway companies
free license to increase their capital stock,
it was increased from twenty-five mil-
lions of dollars up to one hundred millions
of dollars. Then Sir John Macdonald, when
he was arranging with the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company to make a loan in 1886,
required that the Canadian Pacific Railway
should pull down that stock from one hun-
dred millions of dollars to sixty-five millions
of dollars, or just exactly the cost of the
roads that were made a free gift by the
Canadian Government, and to-day their
stock stands at sixty-five millions of dollars.
I am explaining in what way it came to be
sixty-five millions of dollars.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT--I have the original
Act of the company here and it says that
““the capital stock shall be twenty-five mil-
lions of dollars.” That was the original
capital, and it was afterwards increased to
sixty-five millions of dollars, with the right
to increase to one hundred millions of dol-
lars, but it has never been increased to one
hundred millions of dollars.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —T think I am not
mistaken when I say that he required that
it should be reduced to sixty:five millions of
dollars. It had either been increased to one
hundred millions of dollars or it was in con-
templation to increase it to that amount.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT —While that loan exist-
ed they were prohibited from issuing more
than sixty-five millions of dollars stock.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—When the hon.
gentleman says that the capital stock is
sixty-five millions of dollars I am showing
that the capital stock should not be
sixty-five millions of dollars, so far as
the money that was put into the road
by the original shareholders is con-
cerned. T am trying to get an equitable
arrangement between the people who are
supporting that line and those who are
reaping the profits from their earnings.
You know the same contest is continually .
going on between companies and the public
everywhere. What I contend is, that our
western country is heavily handicapped by ex-
cessive freight rates. A friend of mine who
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isengagedinmining at Rat Portage,an Ameri-] the Canadian Pacific Railway the freight is
can who lives in Wisconsin-—was visiting ; very much lower than where there is no

his mine the other day and I was travelling | competjtion.
He told me that he wanted to{the North-west, consequently the freight

with him.

We have no competition in

get some wire nails, and that he called at:on lumber from Keewatin to Winnipeg

‘Winnipeg to purchase them, and found that
the price was six and a half cents per pound.
He told me that at home in Wisconsin he
could get the same nails delivered at his
mill for two cents a pound, purchasing them
in five keg lots. He said to the merchant
“Surely you never can charge 6% cents
for those nails in Winnipeg. Show me your
invoice.” The merchant showed him the
. invoice and he found that the price of the
nails in Montreal was 3% cents per pound
and the railway rate was 1-40. I am inclined
to think that there must be something wrong,
because that is an excessive rate on nails.
However, I give his statement, his name
is P. Semple, of Oskosh, Wisconsin, The
merchant in Winnipeg was selling those
nails at 6} cents per pound for the develop-
ment of our mining interests at Rat
Portage, while the miner from Wisconsin

could purchase the same nails at home'
for 2 cents a pound. He also told me he;
had to pay 40 cents a gallon for coal oil by the ;
barrel. The distance between the two places |

is only some 500 miles, and it is difficult to
understand why there should be such a
difference in prices.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-——That is thecoun-
try to live in—they have rattle-snake fed
pork there too.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON--The fact that
they can purchase the nails at 2 cents per
pound while we have to pay 61 cents is cer-
tainly a great advantage in their favour, and
if we throw down our barriers we will either
require the manufactures in Montreal, or in
England to manufacture as cheaply, or we
will get our wire nails at that low rate.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—The raw iron
is worth more than that alone.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—If I have made a
misstatement I am only quoting the words
of the gentleman to whom I refer. He is
engaged in mining at the Lake of the
Woods and his figures are open to verifica-
tion. He also told me that coal oil was
delivered at his house and put into his tank
for eight cents a gallon. Take the freights
on lumber. Where there is competition on

1

i thousand miles through Canada.

is far greater than on other portions of
the line where there is competition. Hon.
gentlemen will realize the power of theCana-
dian Pacific Railway which extends for six
It is not
possible for the Canadian people ever to
construct another line of railroad to compete
with it. No private company in any district
can raise its head as I told you in my poetic
license, while it takes a branch line for its
lunch it is now preparing to.dine off the
Intercolonial with a very tasty sauce in the
shape of a subsidy for afast line of steamers.
What for? To benefit Chicago, to benefit
wealthy American centres and compete for
their traffic. If a subsidy was givento a line
of steamers to South America under a free
trade policy, the trade of the country would
expand, and both the Canadian Pacitic Rail-
way and the people of Canada would derive
more benefitthanfrom a fastline of steamers
to accommodate travel. Naw, hon. gentle-
men we have to ask ourselves, since we have
created this powerful company, are we,
through the Government of this country,
going to have safe-guards erected for the
people 7 At the present moment that com-
pany has unlimited power tomake orunmake
towns, and to make or unmake individuals
merely by the question of rates. If a man
has an industry there, it can either be pro-
moted or ruined by the company. Let me

' give you an instance toshowhow these things

can be done. In the Indian agencies, north
of Prince Albert and Battleford, flour and
supplies of various kinds are required. If you
will look at the returns you will find that
there is a considerable amount of flour ship-
ped in over the Prince Albert line to supply
the Indians in those districts. That flour
we will say is shipped from the Lake of the
Woods mill. That mill is supplied with
wheat from Brandon or Moosomin. Tt is
shipped to the mill, 200 or 300 miles, ground
into flour and carried back some 500 miles
to Prince Albert to supply the Indians. The
people of Prince Albert get 40 cents a
bushel for their wheat, but to get it they
have to ship it out of their district to the
eastern market. If they could have that
flour ground at Prince Albert they would
save what it has cost to ship the grain to
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Lake of the Woods and have it returned!
In the shape of flour to their own |
Country. What I contend is, that there
should” be some safeguard to prevent the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company dictating
terms to the people and to protect the pub- |
Ic interests. An hon. gentleman says 1t is
absurd, the interests of the Canadian Pacific
ailway are bound up in that country, they
Would not do anything to oppress the peo-
Ple. Hon. gentlemen, if the Canadian Paci-
tie Railway can get two rates instead of one
they will take the two rates every time, no
Matter what the peoples’ interests may be.
e had last year, and we have had ali win-
ter, an illustration of how a town can be in-
Jured by a railway company. The people of
ort McLeod are called upon to leave the
omes which they have occupied for ten or
twelve years and build a new town at a site
Selected by the railroad company. The his-
tory of Fort McLeod is this® When the
North-west Mounted Police went there in
873 a post was located. A number of people
followed the police to furnish supplies to the
Post and a village sprang up. It became ne-
Cessary in consequence of the growth of the
country to build a new post, and the Govern-
lent selected a place some three or four
iles from the original location, because it
Was a better place for the town that would
Ultimately grow up. This was some years
4go. The people moved to the new site and
Settled there and a town was built up, and
Armers settled near it. The Government
Surveyed the town on their own land and
Sold the people lots and took their money,
and finally a railway comes along subsidized
With 6,400 acres per mile and $80,000 a
Year, and instead of serving the town already
established there, this company establishes a
WD site three miles west from Fort Mec-
od and is now endeavouring to force the
People tq change from their present resi-
®nces. That fight has been going on all
Winter. The people refuse to budge and they
4ve not yet given in, but of course it is im-
Possible for them to continue the fight sin-
8le handeq, They will have to give in be-
Cause they cannot continue where they are
;they cannot continue to drive three miles
att,ord?r to get to the station. T drew the
ntion of the hon. leader of this House to

o © Inatter last year before construction was
completed, when there was time to remedy
» Dat no notice was taken. Is it fair to
© People in that western country who use

their intelligence and enterprise, to locate
where they believe a town is to grow up, to
treat them in that way when they have
the whole country to choose from? Is
it fair to rob them of the fruits of their in-
telligence and their enterprise as this rail-
way company is doing? The same company
is doing a similar thing at Edmonton, and it
is with a knowledge of these facts and of the
great power a railway company possesses in
that extensive country, and of the weakness
of the people that I bring this subject before
the House. Individually, they can do no-
thing ; it is only through the Government
that the interests of the people can be pro-
tected in the matter of rates and locating
centres which shall be served by the rail-
ways, and if a people are a free people it is
only through their Government they canassert
their freedom. We saw the people of Re-
gina coming down last year in regard to the
location of a new line in their part of the
country. They went to Mr. Van Horne. I
say they should have come to our Govern-
ment here —to our railway commission, and
shown the position in which they stood. The
company proposed to start a junction fifteen
miles from Regina, though Regina is the
capital of the country. The people want to
know what are the physical or geographical
reasons why the capital of the Territory
should be ignored by starting an important
junction fifteen miles away. Those repre-
sentations should be made to the Govern-
ment, and if the Government cannot inter-
fere between the companies and the people,
then we should have a commission clothed
with powers similar to the interstate com-
mission in the United States, to guard the
interests of the people in their public wnd
private dealings with the railway companies.
What are the reasons why we should not
start from Regina? Why do you start
fifteen miles further on? Because probably
starting fifteen miles further on, the inter-
ests of a new town site would be served and
money made out of it. There can be no
other reason at all. There are no physical
difficulties in that country whatever; but
hon. gentlemen with a knowledge of these
facts, I, who reside in that country, am merely
raising my voice for the people of that
country and pointing out to the Government
here that they should stand between the
people. and that powerful railway company
when it comes to a question of imposing too
heavy freight rates, or dealing with matters
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such as location or construction or anything
of that kind in our western country.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-—TI should like to ask
whether the hon. gentleman has put his!

motion in proper shape. It really is not an
inquiry because he does not ask a question.
He asks the Government to bring down
certain papers. I think it should be
amended and put in the shape of an address
asking for the papers to be brought down,
and not left as it stands now.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I suppose he can put
it in the form of an address?

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I do not pro-
pose to follow my hon. friend in this
matter, because he is more conversant with
the subject than I am, and I have not the
facts and figures before me that would be
necessary in order to deal extensively with
the subject. But my hon. friend would lead
us to suppose that this railway is a gigantic
monopoly, terrorizing the people and de-
pressing the industries of the North-west.
I remember the time when it was feared
that the company would become bankrupt

and the road would fall into the hands of |

the Government, and the Government would
not Be able to run it. Now, when we find
men possessing the enterprise, energy and
courage of the Canadian Pacific Railway
officers managing this concern as a private
company, I think they have certainly a
right to do as they please. It is not to
their interests to oppress the people of the
North-west and ruin that country. Their
object is to develop the North-west and
fill it with settlers ; and if the policy of the
Canadian Pacific Railway was, as my hon.
friend desires to represent it, namely, to
.drive the people from the country, it would
be suicidal—it would be killing the goose
that laid the golden egg. At one time
the railway terminus on the Pacific coast
was fixed by Act of Parliament at Port
Moody and I had lands there, private
lands. It was in the interests of the com-
pany that they should get certain subsidies
and they proposed to go twelve miles further.
Did I say that they should be confined to
that terminus, or that they should not go
further? When it was the interest of the
company, as I believe it was the ,public
interest, to extend the line twelve miles
further, did T ask the legislature to prevent
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them going further, although I, with others,
lost thousands of dollars by the change of ter-
minus ! Tdonotthink the Government should
take control of a private company and tell
themhow farthey should extend theirlines, or
where the town sites should be, or what the
freight rates should be ; in doing that the
Government would be taking a power which
they have never yet assumed. Now, as to
the interest and capital, the hon. wember
must be mistaken : I think they have actu-
ally spent more than double $22,000,000.
My hon. friend has actually taken the value
of lands yet unrealized upon—because the
lands are there yet. Now, if my hon. friend
can show that this railway company is a
tyrant and asking excessive rates, then
there might be something in it, but my hon.

i friend has failed to do that, and. I do not

see why the Government should ask this
company to reduce its rates. Thenmy hon.
friend speaks of oats being worth only
13 cents a bushel. An hon. gentleman
beside me suggests that he is sowing his wild
oats. I think he had better give his oats to
the hens or cattle. That would be much
better than bringing it tifteen hundred miles
for sale in competition with the oats of this
part of the country: it cannot be done to
advantage. If those farmers in the western
country understand their business they will
not bring the coarser grains, which are of
little value, down here. They should be
fed to the cattle in that country. Itisvery
unwise to .raise oats in that country when
such grain is worth only fifteen cents a
bushel, bring them over the railway that
long distance, and expect to make money
on them. Now, the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way have done a great deal for this country
and T believe their interests are the interests
of this country, and their prosperity is depen-
dent upon the development of the country,
and that they will do nothing that will tend
to delay the progress of the country in the
North-west. Their interests are so thoroughly
identified with the progress and develop-
ment and settlement of that country that
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company will
never attempt to tyrannize over the people in
whose interests the railway is attempted to
be run.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I do not propose to
follow the hon. gentleman who brought this
motion before the House through the various
figures he treated us to : but when I learned
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had a telegram sent to Mr. Drinkwater,
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i return, was $207,000,000 ; that is the total
i property including rolling stock, and then

€ secretary of the company, asking whether : there are the lines since acquired by the
the_ company had availed itself of the right|Canadian Pacific Railway, namely the Atlan-

issue stock under the Act of last year, and

received the following answer : ¢ There

as been no issue of ordinary stock under

[tic and North-western, the Manitoba and

; South-western, the St. Lawrence and Ottawa,
i the Toronto, Grey and Bruce, and the other

the Act of last session.” The first clause of | lines forming the Canadian Pacific Railway

€ Act of last session authorized the com-
Pany by a vote of at least two-thirds of the
?hal_‘eholders present, to issue capital stock
1 lieu of debenture stock. It appears there
3s been no ordinary stock issued, people
Jolding debenture stock would not exchange
1t for ordinary stock unless they were secured
" some way. Debenture stock is a security
Ol the assets of the company and with the
“dlnary stock the stockholder takes his
Thance. Some persons might be so enthus-
1astic about the success of the railway that
€¥ would imagine that ordinary stock would
st:y better in the future than debenture
be Ck_, and if they liked to speculate it would
fair to give them a chance ; but at the
Present and for some years it is not likely
reat People will change what is a bona fide
& security for one that is to some extent
roblematical.

" Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—This Act provides
OF the exchange.
H?n. Mr. SCOTT—Then the next clause
E:O“ldeq that in addition to the capital stock
W the time of the passing of this Act, and
Ich may be issued under the authority of
be? hext preceding section, the company
emg authorized to so do by a vote of at
ast two-thirds of the shareholders present,
oiy ssue capital stock for any purpose
With which the company may require it,
Coy the .approval of the Governor in
'issu,?cl]' It appears there has been no
Stoog of stock under that section. I under-
o from the hon. the ieader of this
no a,se 2 day or two ago, that there had been
that’ppllcgtlon for the issue of stock under
evid Particular clause. My hon. friend has
‘Vhieelndy been misled by the work from
give L he first quoted. That professes to
o “a. Summary of the financial position of
auth arlous railways, and when I saw the
up tk?nty he was using, I endeavoured to look
en ebSO\_lrce from Whl?h the figures have
romg ;)l tam'ed, and I find they are taken
a-nfd‘le railway returns. The cost of the
AQian Pacific Railway, according to this

jsystem. They would amount to— hastily
irunning up the figures—so>mething in the
neighbourhood of $260,000,000; so that Isup-
pose $272,000,000 would represent what was
the original total cost of all those railways.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—If the hon. gentle-
man would refer to this report, this balance
sheet, he will see that the aggregate cost of
all those railways is included in the return.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-—1f they cost the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway that amount, then,
according to the official returns, the com-
pany would not be earning a dividend suffi-
cient to pay three per cent on that aggre-
gate.

- Hon. Mr. BOULTON It is just three
per cent on seventy-nine millions.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT— Some of the roads
taken over were at the time in an insolvent
position ; for instance, take the road running
south from Ottawa: the Canadian Pacific
Railway did not undertake to pay six per
cent on their bonds; they only agreed to
pay one per cent; it was not earning any
more than that, and they would not under-
take to guarantee any more, and so with
other roads. That road came under my
observation, because I happened to be fam-
iliar with it. Well, now the dividend which
is referred to in the return of the company
is the dividend on the $65,000,000, the
capital stock of the company. The interest
on the charges on the other roads is
given at page 19 of this report. There
is a long list of railways in that page,
the company have guaranteed, either the
original interest, or a part, at all events,
from the time the roads were transferred to
them. Well, without going over all the
roads, the total charges amount to $4,664,-
000. The net earrings of the railway were
£8,000,000. The fixed charges that I have
just referred to, before anything can be
allotted to the ordinary stock, are $4,664,-
000 ; surplus, $3,345,000. Out of that 2




per cent has been deducted for two supple-!
mentary dividends ; the company have been |
paying 5 per cent on its stock. Hon.
gentlemen will recollect, perhaps, that in
1832 and 1833, when the company were
endeavouring to establish a credit for the
railway, and in order to give a value to the
stock, they deposited with the Government !
an amount suflicient to pay for ten years
3 per cent on the stock of the company.
That was deposited with the Government.
The company applied the 2 per cent out
of earnings towards dividends. The 2
per cent and the 3 per cent together
made the 5 per cent. We all know very
well that notwithstanding that deposit of
3 per cent guaranteed by the Govern-
ment for ten years, the company’s stock in
1883, 1884 and 1885 was down very low,:
“among the forties ; it was open to the world
to buy it ; it was on the Stock Exchange in
London, New York and Paris.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—It
twenty-five per cent.

only cost

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—That was a privilege
to the original shareholders who deposited
the security to build the road.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —To what amount?

Hon. Mr, SCOTT-—I am not sure; I
think to $35,000,000. The stock had to be
put on the market, and in order to give it
value, the interest at 3 per cent for ten
years was deposited with the Government.
Holders of shares were at all events certain
of getting 3 per cent on the stock for
ten years. Even with that attraction, in
1884 and 1885, during the time the com-
pany were gustaining severe reverses in the
money markes, in those years they had to
apply to the Government to borrow money,
the stock was on the market low down in
the forties, 43 and 44 cents on the dollar,
I remember trying to induce a friend of
mine in New York to buy the stock, but
he would not; he had not confidence enough
in it ; and he felt greatly disappointed in
after years, as many others did. It was not
realized, even by the promotors, that the
success of the company would have been as
great as it has been. The ten years, T
believe, expire in August next. The com-
pany have been enabled to pay 2 per cent
with the 3 per cent that was paid out of
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the original deposit. Now, this surplus
that the hon. gentleman has drawn the
attention of the House to, will show the
prudent policy of the company. If they
are to keep up the stock at its present
value, they must be prepared to show that
the company, from its earnings, and by the
accumulation of moneys that have been
reserved, will be able to sustain the
credit of the stock. I suppose it will
be admitted that Canada now is very
much interested indeed in the good name
and the credit of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way. I thiak that it is admitted by all sides
and by all parties, whatever our views may
have been at the beginning ; we are all now
interested in the success of the company,
and we are glad to notice that the company
is adding considerably to its mileage in the
North-west. I see in this report reference
is made to a number of railways ; the exten-
sion to the coal fields of the Souris district,
and the connection of the branch at Delo-
raine, and several others. A number of
lines are being built, and that my hon.
friend will admit is beneficial ; it is better
to have a railway in the North-west with
high charges than not to have roads at all;
there is no doubt about that. The company
naturally are mostinterested in the low rates
of freight in order to attract traflic and set-
tlement, provided they can get enough trattic
to keep up the credit of the company and to
pay interest on the stock. I think we may
lay it down as a principle that it would be a
great misfortune if from any cause the Cana-
dian Pacitic Railway stock should begin to
fall in the market. It would have a serious
influence on the credit of Canada, and it
would be said that we were retrograding.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON--It is the increas-
ing of the stock that isthe basis of iny objec-
tion.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I say the stock has
not been increased. The hon. gentleman
started out on these premises and he failed
to give us any proof of the fact whether the -
company availed themselves of the Act of
Parliament authorizing the issue of capital
stock under the Act of last session. T inquired
if they had and T received the answer, ¢ We
issued no ordinary stock.” Then the second
clause of that Act authorized the company on
certain conditions to issue stock with the
approval of the Governor in Council. My
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hon. friend is satisfied with the statement of
he leader of this House that there has been
10 such stock issued. He knows very well
€ company would not issae stock subject
such a condition unless that condition
ad not been fulfilled.

OOHon. Mr. BOULTON—I know that $10;-
0,000 fixed charges have been added since
a8t year, :

; Hop. Mr.SCOTT—Thecompany are build-
ungrallwaysall thetime; he has failed toshow
Og‘fhere the increase comesin. I have the

clal return, and it brings it up to be-

They could not go on in the construction of
lines in the North-west, and that would be
a national calamity, there is no doubt about
that. If the Canadian Pacitic Railway
require money to build a railway, or to
| perfect one that has failed in its construe-
| tion, they are enabled to do so ; and it is a
matter of notoriety that a great many roads,
after commencing construction having failed,
‘have applied to the Canadian Pacific Rail-
'way to take them up and they have taken
‘several roads over under such conditions ;
‘ and the Canadian Pacific Railway hasenabled
{ those railways to be completed, much to the
‘advantage of this country ; it is, therefore,

tween 3260,000,000 and £270,000,000. Those | of the first importance that the Canadian
pures that my hon. friend has given usfrom Pacitic Railway should seek to maintain the
“1€ Statistical report are misleading, because ' high credit at which it now stands, and it

reat 1s not the capital paid up; the figures
. Pl"esent the whole cost and charges of the!
i:" Way and of the other lines connected with !
s ‘HC.IUding rolling stock and every liability. ;
at is evidently what that is; it is not the
Capital stock.

" Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Does that include
e Government subsidy ?
Hon. Mr. SCOTT —No, simply what the
*tual cost, of the roads has been—what has
®0 expended. The hon. gentleman will
that the surplus to which he alludes is
10t the surplus of last year, but an accumul-
. Surplus that the company has been
Putting up to meet the contingency which is
ig;l)lng to arise in a very few months. Suppos-
a ni)the company had not arranged for this

233¢ of reduction of traffic, what would be
oe effect? Why their stocks might come
th“‘,n' The company have only paid out of
®It earnings this 2 per cent; the other
mepel‘ cent has come from the Govern-
Wi]lllt deposit. When that is exhausted, how
they make up the necessary amount ?

«ro company naturally and properly say,
g € have been preparing for that contin-
ca:ey » we do not allow ourselves to be
ght in such a serious financial crisis as
ofTﬁ and we have reserved for the benefit
o at st;o?k a sufficient amount to continue
amy ing fair dividends; the reserve now
wolmts to nearly five millions of dollars.
I ® hold that sum to the credit of the stock.
falfve had not that reserve there might be a
1 of the Canadian Pacific Railway stock
the market.” What would be the effect ?

unt of nioney to be held in reserve in:

would have heen a great mistake if the
company had not taken those proper pre-
cautions, so that in the future their stock
would be held up as high as in the past ;
land, having confidence in the future of the
[ road and their power of earning money, they
lask Parliamnent to allow the holders of
}debenture stock to exchange their stock for
lordinary stock and take their chances of the
,future. I have no doubt they may in future
| years be induced to do so, because many of
'the debentures are not bearing more than
‘4or H per cent; and the holders of this
“stock would say, “I think the Canadian
' Pacific Railway will ke able to pay five or
'more, and T will take chances”; and so an
‘exchange would be made. It is in the
linterest of the company to maintain its
?high credit. If they were to adopt the
i proposition of my hon. friend that their
earnings should be reduced, they would
not be able to build additional roads.
To establish his statement that they are
taking more from the people than is neces-
sary for the financial credit of the company,
he must show that the tariff of rates takes
from the people a larger amount than is
necessary to pay interest on the fixed
charges, and a reasonable dividend on the
stock. That is the fair criterion by which
the rates must be tested. It is not pre-
tended that you can alter the payments of
interest on the fixed charges. Under the
authority of Parliament certain mortgages
and debenture stocks were created, not only
on the main line of the Canadian Pacitic
Railway but on various other roads acquired
by the company, and responsibilities have
been assumed which must he met or the
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credit of the company affected, and so the the $270,000,000 that my hon. friend ad-
fixed charges at present that are immutable  verted to is made up in the way I have in-
are the 24,600,000, leaving only out of last ' dicated, as the cost of the Canadian Pacific
year’s earnings £3,000,000 odd to pay the! Railway and the subsidiary lines, and if they
2 per cent that the Canadian Pacific Rail-{ were really paying the dividend on the
way pays its own shareholders, the balance ! $270,000,000 at 5 per cent, it would
being carried forward with the balances that | amount to about $13,000,000. My hon.
accumulated in former years as a reserve, friend will see, therefore, that the dividends
lest the earning power of the road in the are not paid upon the total cost of the rail-
future should not be sufficient to pay the way and branches. The *amount on which
ordinary shareholders a reasonable dividend. ' they are paying dividends is a very much
That is a simple fact and those figures fully | smaller figure—it is on the mortgages an

bear out and confirm what I have said.
do not propose to discuss this question of
rates, because 1 am not in a position to do
50, except to say that from the inquiry I
have been able to make, I understand that
the rates on American lines from Minne-
sota to the seaboard are higher than the
rates from points north of the 49th parallel
to the seaboard. Of course that is impor-
tant : it shows that with the monopoly that
the Canadian Pacitic Railway Company at
present enjoys, at all events, to a limited
extent, the rates are no higher in Canada
than they are on the other side of the line,
where there is to a certain extent competi-
tion between the Northern Pacitic, the
Union Pacific and other lines centering at
Chicago and which extend to the seaboard.
I am assured that this is really the fact,
that the rates are lower from points in
Manitoba and the North-west to the
seaboard, than the rates from corresponding
points in the United States to the seaboard.
I say this fact is iinportant as showing that
the Canadian Pacific Railway have not im-
posed higher rates than those which prevail
on the other side of the line, where compe-
tition exists and that the rates are not
higher than are necessary to maintain the
credit of the company. When the hon.
gentleman first brought this question up he
pointed out that the rates from Minneapolis
to Montreal were less than they are
from Winnipeg to Montreal, but he forgot
to inform the House that the distance is
over 300 miles less from Minneapolis to
Montreal than from Winnipeg to Montreal,
and there would, of course, be a consider-
able difference on that account.
pretend to speak of the rates in detail, be-
cause I know nothing about them, but I was
anxious to give the House those figures, and
looking over the statement from which the
hon. gentleman has quoted, I am quite con-
firmed in the view which T expressed, that

I

I do not:

on the $65,000,000 . stock only. The 2 per
cent on $65,000,000 is just $1,300,000.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—The hon. gentle
man will realize that what I was dealing
with was the fact that this Act was passed
last year, giving the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way power to increase their stock—that the
statistical returns show that there was an
intent to increase it, and if the earnings did
come up to $13,000,000 there would be &
justification for that increase.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—If the hon. gentleman
will look at the date of this statistical returd
he will see that it was actually published
before the passing of the Act—it was the
year before. The Act was passed in 1892,
and this return which he has read from was$
published in 189i. His conclusions are not
therefore correct.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—The hon. gentle
man has brought a return to show the

actual cost of the road is $279,000,000.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—That includes cost of
the main line and of all those railways that
I have spoken of, the Atlantic and North-
western, the Manitoba and South-westerm
the St. Lawrence and Ottawa, and others—
two or three dozen railways.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—Tt includes the
whole system.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY--Since my hon
friend has posed as the champion of the
North-west Territories, perhaps it would be
as well for me to say something now. I shal
not deal with the financial position of the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company, or the
policy of the Government, further than t©
say that I am sure both have met with the
strong approval of every man in the North-
west Territories ; and if the hon. member
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desires in any way to frustrate the building| Hon. Mr. PERLEY-—This year our wheat
gf the road from the national boundary to a | has commanded a very low price, and there
20rt distance west of Regina, his opposi-  has been some complaint on the part of the
100 will meet with the disabppmval of avery ifzu'mers that they have been charged the full
ti’;g%POr.tiqn of the .people in that part of | rate, although the price is low. There is a
one ominion. Besides, I do not think for 3 feeling amongst them that when they cannot
) 'If?omer')t that the qb_]ect of the Canadian | get good prices for wheat -and the ylelfl is
r(;l] ; s Rmiwaﬁ (J;?mpaény, ISR to :3hanfge Ege , small, ;;he l((llanal((ilan PacmcnRazilws;y Comi
us of the hne from Regina for the | pany should make some small reduction anc
Z‘;}all penurious consideration (z;f what they | help thep to bear the burden ; put w@th all
thleght,h get out of it. The object is to get!that, I have not much fault to find with the
§ i i any ; the peopl lar, t
Ocean, Ol;f'?l? hgz.ssge)hetlelrgﬁx flﬁrl}foﬁggaaugi zg?nﬁ):;zlrés. Inp r?l%ﬁyazist::a%g]s? ta}t; a::e
wl?:ntli’e e};ces}s{iw; rates tha,rged on the CanI- purliuinf; 31 wlrong cqurse.f My hOIni;hfrilfn‘d
N acific Railway. In some respects I|spoke o e low price of oats. Ing 1t
Ink the rates are too high, but that is not | would be wrong to let the impression go
€ great trouble with the North-west Ter-|abroad that oats cannot be sold for more
ries at present. The depression in that | than the rate he mentions. I know in
I “tl‘yarlsesfrom another sgurce altogether. jown town, I saw. 25 cents per bushe}i
ofu}?edemtand that the freight on a car load | offered for 3,000 bushels thfa night before I
th ef from Calgary to Montreal is $500 ;| left for Ottawa, and I believe to-day they
4% i3 about a cent and a half per pound. are worth 23 cents a bushel anywhere in
oW, T think that is too high a price. that section of the country. With regard
q to the frozen wheat, if the proposition came
by l0:‘1. (lj\Ir. READ(Quinté)—Iam inform_ed up to make tIhe fr?§h$ rqtesl!ogéar t1;han they
: - Cochrane that the rate charged him |are upon it, I wou € 1nclin 0 oppose
One cent, per pound ; he tells me that he|1t, because there could be no greater mistake
ad several loads carried at that figure, | than to send frozen wheat out of that coun-
try, or to sell oats at 14 cents per bushel,
” Hon. Mr. PERLEY-_I understand that | because, as T have contended many a time,
'&iew:s allowed to send one car load at that 1y fzzzghel; can ;nake;:i)uble ;hﬁt amoulnt on
soc ) 0 Seehow it would work ; but otherpar- y g 1 10 cattle and hogs. 1 was
is: ave to pay one cent andahalf and that t‘fl’l(tl ltol’lda())' tat hflgom'tha:l a merchlang ";_
Moq:al to $500 per car load from Calgary to ;1 1te 1:‘ y V}l - ha St 1PPle one car 0‘;\: or .
Ntrea), istrict t ams to Winni at a large price. Now,
re; hea I know from my own district the i that t psl%ere - m{i;ll' p t doll
8hts to Montreal are very high, and peo- |10 that country ¢ 10ons of dollars
i :Vrl?‘ Clomplaining of them, and it is amat- ]\gorth _of poor wgl‘ffat ‘that P}&we v;rbually
ich the G take i een given away this year. Many farmers
11sidera,)t:io?;,3 gz:g:éﬁe;: tilnea%rojerinigg refused #350 a car lg’ad for it, yamd the
tl?: Subsidized the road largely. Now that | consequence is they have had to keep it and
Canadian Pacific Railway is in a paying | it 18 spoiled—they have no stock to eat it.
DOsxtmn, the rate should be lowered. There is no profit in raising wheat to export
- : it for the price that has been offered. When
on. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington)— I was coming down the other day, I was
hat g . ° told that four car loads of poultry had been
Ontrea] ¢ the distance from Calgary  to brought to Winnipeg to be sold, and yet
. th: p%op}le grux(l}]ble at thedC:L}?a/dé?n Pa-
o . cific Railway Company an e Govern-
Ithinrll{' Mr. PERLEY—About 2,100 miles, ment, when the fault is largely their own,
' Why do they not raise poultry themselves ?
H The other day the subject of the price of
the on. Mr. BOULTON—I might inform|coal oil was discussed in caucus. [ have
and On. gentleman that, while it costs one ! not bought a gallon of coal oil in the North-
& half cents to carry beef from Calgary | west myself at less than 40 cents a gallon,
‘Ontreal, it only costs a cent and a quar-|but I can get i‘t in Winnipeg for 18 cents a
or M carry tea from Yokohama to Chicago |gallon. Now, in that country, when the
Ontreal, or $335 per car load. farmers grumble about the high prices, the

Coy
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merchants are in the habit of blaming the
Canadian Pacific Railway, or the tariff for
the rates which they have to charge. I
unhesitatingly say, and I say it from my
place in Parliament, there is no country
that I have ever read of, or seen, in which
the farmer has such golden prospects ahead
of him as in the North-west Territories,
even with the rates charged by the Canadian
Pacific Railway, and the duties on im-
ported goods. Our grasses are valuable and
abundant, and cattle can be raised at very
low prices. I want the statement that I
am about to make to go to the world,
because I have proved it beyond a doubt—-I
raised nine head of cattle myself for $11 each.
That includes every charge for labour, feed,
etc. I sold them for $35 apiece. Of the
%11 per head that I estimate as their cost to
me, only 85 represented money I had to pay
out. If people would go into mixed farm-
ing and use the straw stacks that, I am
sorry to say, are being burned up to-day,
they would not have to complain of the
Canadian Pacific Railway rates. If they
would form a combination and buy their
coal oil at 18 cents per gallon, they would
not have to pay from 40 to 45 cents for it.
In many respects the farmers themselves
are to blame for their want of prosperity,
because they have confined their operations
to raising wheat from year to year, and I
say that wheat is not a safe crop every
season. Even this year wheat will pay twice
over the market price if it is fed to stock ;
and when farmers learn to diversify their
industry they will find it much more profit-
able, and they will not have to complain of
excessive freight rates.

Hon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington)—I
just desire to'add a few words to what
has been so well said by the hon. the
leader of the Opposition, and in reply
to the hon. member from Marquette. The
financial accounts of the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company are published every
year and distributed broadcast throughout
the country, so that if any one is not in-
formed concerning the financial condition of
that railway it is his own fault. It would
not be at all surprising if any one were con-
fused as to its financial condition after list-
ening to the speech and extraordinary state-
ments made by the hon. member from Mar-
quette. I wish to say this much with
reference to the Canadian Pacific Railway

Company. It is their policy and -their in-
terest to so conduct their business that farm-
ing can be successfully pursued anywhere in
the North-west, and the theory upon which
thz rates applicable to the products of Mani-
tobaand the North-west Territoriesare framed
is to make it possible for farmers wherever
located, to grow produce for export to distant
markets. That is the policy and the practice
of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company.
I have been very much amused at some con-
tradictory statements made by the hon. mem-
ber for Marquette. On a previous occasion,
he favoured us with a long array of figures
to show that the country is not progressing
and the depressed condition of all its inter-
ests. He has told us to-day that his valua-
tion of the Canadian Pacific Railway Com-
pany’s lands is $2 per acre, but that he -
expects that in a very short time they will
be worth $4 per acre.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —I said that was
what they were getting for them.

Hon. Mr. MacINNES(Burlington)—-With .
reference to the Act of last session which has
been alluded to, most of you are aware—that
when the Canadian Pacific Railway Company
some years ago were in a position to require
assistance from the Government they did get
that assistance and gave the Government se-
curity on every mortal thing they had, and
one of the conditions imposed by the Gov-
ernment on the company was that they
should not increase the capital stock beyond
the amount at that time——$65,000,000. That
loan, amounting to $30,000,000 has since
been repaid to the Government with inter-
est—every penny of it. When it was so re-
paid the company considered that the
condition imposed upon them not to issué
any more stock should be done away with,
and asked Parliament to be placed in the
same position as any other railway company
on this continent. I should like if any hon.
gentleman can point out a single railway
company that is forbidden to issue stock t0
any extent that the public may take or the
shareholders may authorize. I recollect well
when the Canadian Pacific Railway Com-
pany repaid this loan to the Government
how the United States press thought what &
simple minded class of people the stock:
holders of the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company were, in paying a debt to the Gov-
ernment. The integrity of its dealings ap-
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Peared to them so incredible, tfmt they[

"efuse to believe it even to this day—and

€Y are constantly harping on its being such
a h‘ghly subsidized road. I think that the

anadian Pacific Railway Company’s policy
and conduct do not require any defence from
e orfrom anybody else, and the best possible

Ing for the company is that the truth con-
‘érning it should be made known to the pub-
1¢ everywhere.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—I presume that, after
€ discussion, and after stating the fact
N A no Order in Council has been issued
M no application has been made by the
anadian Pacific Railway Company, the
on. gentleman will allow his motion to
op. - T would, however, take this opportu-
Sty g say that there is a good deal of
Ofce in the point raised by the hon. gentle-
:imn from York, in reference to the discus-
in?:‘ of matters of this kind. No one read-
e t‘hﬁ? motion on the paper could conceive
At it would lead to a discussion on the
4hagement and the freight rates of the
sa’}adhn Pacific Railway Company. It is
Pringing a question on the House which
ev?y are not prepared to discuss. That is
o ident from the remarks made by the leader
the Opposition. While he was prepared
discugs the question really involved in the
Otion _that is, as to the issue of stock and
hoi Stock capital of the compar}y—he was
an, Prepared to enter into the }nxnutlw, as T
the sure I was not, of the freight rates on
thi Yoad. I might add one other word—I
'k the course pursued by the Canadian
::‘_ﬁc Railway Company in asking for the
Witilng of that Act was not only in accord
arl.COPrecb policy, but was one which any
ang ‘amentgnd any Government would grant,
ext fO}‘ this reason: They are constantly
in ending their operations ; they are build-
ofgt fanch lines through nearly the whole
e North-west Territories, and it is not
line: Supposed that they would build those
thein out of their individual p_opkets, or build
Work; out of the profits arising from the
ro g of the Canadian Pacific Railway
Plfe"- Henee it would be evidently neces-
stof: to obtain power to increase the capital
exte, to enable them to go on with those
Sions,  Those who live in that country,
“l‘gem the east—whose money to a very
ruct‘?’itent has been expended in the con-
s 0n of that road —certainly will agree

it ARG
h the hon. member from Assiniboia when

th

W

he says that the investment of money in
making these branch lines, whether it be to
connect with the south or to run to the north,
is one which that country at least, and the
whole of us, will approve. The success and
prosperity of the farmers in the North-west
is as much to the interest of the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company as it is to every
individual living in the country, because the
investment which they have made in the
construction of these roads would be utterly
valueless if there was no freight produced
for them to carry. Whether they are charg-
ing too much or not T am not going to discuss
at present, but from the remarks made by
the hon. gentleman from Burlington (Mr.
MacInnes), there is no doubt of this fact,
that the rates that are being charged by
the Canadian Pacitic Railway Company
where they have no competition, are lower
than the rates on Americanrailways similarly
situated. I canunderstand that they would
lower the rates from Minnesota, because in
carrying flour from that point to the sea-
board they have to come into competition,
as the leader of the Opposition very properly
said, with a number of old established lines
running from Minneapolis and St. Paul to
Chicago and eastward to the seaboard. So
long as the railway companies are free to
charge rates, just so long will they make
them as high as possible, whether properly
or not I do not say.

Hon. Mr. MAcINNES (Burlington)—The
Canadian Pacific Railway’s rates from Min-
neapolis to the seaboard are quite as low as
from Winnipeg to Montreal per mile. '

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—TI am sure my hon.
friend knows better than I do—he has been
over the western and south-western railways
from the Pacific to this part of Canada—
that where those roads have no competition
they charge extremely high rates, and it will
be a question for the Government hereafter
to decide whether a railway commission
should be appointed, as has been advocated
for some time, the same as exists in England,
to regulate rates.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I regret that the
hon. gentleman from Shell River put his
notice on the paper in the form in which he
did. T understood that the hon. gentleman
proposed to ask the leader of the Govern-
ment a question, and consequently I thought
that we should simply have a few vemarks
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from him and a reply from the leader of t,he!j
‘When I come to examine the

Government.

property which had also cost large amounts
of money, and when they purchased those

notice, I find that, although it begins with a | roads they put the value of them at the

question, it is really a motion for papers.

I

cost. Why should they decrease the value

think it is unfortunate that we had not pro-, of their property because they purchased it

per notice, so that we might be prepared to
discuss the question. I will call the atten-
tion of the Minister of Agriculture to the
very serious task which presents itself be-
fore him. I understood him to say that he
proposed to correct the errors in the census
returns which are the work of the Dominion
Statistician. I learn now from the hon.
gentleman from Ottawa that the Dominion
Statistical Record, which is an ofticial publi-
cation of the Department of Agriculture,
and which is prepared by the assistant sta-
tistician, is as unreliable as the census re-
turns. I think it is a most unfortunate
thing for the country that the impression
should get abroad that all our statistics are
unreliable. 1 hope that under the régime
of the hon. gentleman we shall have nothing
of that sort to complain of in future. I do
not think any volume should go out with
the tmprimatur of the Government of Can-
ada containing figures which are calculated
to mislead, as these statistics have beenshown
to be.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—It is evident that
the motion of the hon. member from Mar-
quette was improperly drafted, and we have
proof of it in the discussion that it has pro-
voked. From this question of the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company we have now
entered into a discussion of the census and
from the census we are led into the book of
statistics published by the department. The
hon. member for Halifax said that T had
undertaken a very arduous task. That may
be, but I never said that I intended that the
census should be made over again, and I
never admitted that there had been any errors
in the census from the official source. I
said that perhaps people, in resording them-
selves as to nationalities, had been misled,
that they had misunderstood the questions.
That is all T said. Now, as to that book of
statistics, which represents the capital of the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company to be
$279,000,000, I do not think that that state-
ment is erroneous. If it was, it would not
be there. T will explain what I understand
by the 279,000,000 ; the Canddian Pacific
Railway Company have built their road with
a given capital ; they have acquired other

| at less than cost? T believe that this amount

of $279,000,000 is made up of the cost of
the roads and property owned by the Cana-
dian Pacitic Railway Company.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—T pointed out that
they purchased the New Brunswick railroad
for $15,000,000 and when it was absorbed
it was put at $24,000,000.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—I say they may
have bought roads cheaper than the cost,
but in making up their inventory they were
not bound to put the value at less than the
original cost.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON — The question
having been answered, I ask permission t0
withdraw my motion.

The motion was withdrawn.

The Senate adjourned at 6.05 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Tuesday, February 7th, 189.5.
The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3

o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE BALFOUR DIVORCE BILL.
FIRST READING,

Hon. Mr. GOWAN, from the Select Com-
mittee on Divorce, to whom was referre
the petition of James Balfour for relief, pre-’
sented their fourth report and moved its
adoption. He said: All the papers in this
case are regular and complete. The notices
were given in the Canade Gazette and iB
the local paper, and the service was personal-

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW introduced Bill (D)
“ An Act for the relief of ‘James Balfour.

The Bill was read the first time.
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THE DORAN DIVORCE BILL.
FIRST READING.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN, from the Select Com-
Mittee on Divorce, to whom was referred the
Petition of James Frederick Doran for relief,
Presented their fifth report and moved its

loption. He said :
Wittee found all the notices published as re-

Quired and the service sufficient, as proved |

fore the British Vice-Consul in Paris,
Where the respondent is now living under
81 assumed name—a French name. The
Committee have made a special recom-
Mendation, with a view to prevent the pos-
Sibility of the case lying over. They have
Tecommended that the telegram of the Brit-
1sh Vice-Consul or Consul in Paris be re-
Ceived as sufficient for the second reading
of the Bill, but that the evidence is to
Temain over and the committee are to await

€ regular papers proving the service in

€ usual manner, the object being merely
to facilitate the reference to the committee
alter the second reading.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon, Mr. CLEMOW introduced Bill (E)

“An Act for the relief of James Frederick
DOI’&I}_”

The Bill was real the first time.

THE DIVORCE RULES.
MOTION.

Hon, Mr. GOWAN, from the Select Com-
Mittee on Divorce, presented their sixth re-
Port, recommending the purchase of twelve
%Opies of GGemmill’s “ Practice of the Parlia-
ent, of Canada upon Bills of Divorce ” and
Moved jtg adoption. He said: The edition
of the rules published some time ago has

“en exhausted, and there is not sufficient
5 Supply the Committee. To have the rules
opec"'ﬂly printed would involve a good deal
th €Xpense, and it occurred to the Committee
i at they could get the rules in printed form
" this treatise, with the additional advan-

8¢ of having before them a note of all the

“ases that have been before Parliament from

© very first, and notes and comments that
annot fajl to be of value to the Committee.

The motion was agreed to.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (F) “An Act to amend the Act

respecti{lg the Nova Scotia Permanent Beng-

In this case the com-

fit Building Society and Saving Fund ” (Mr.
Almon.)

QUARANTINE STATION IN BRITISH
COLUMBIA.

MOTION.
Hon. Mr. McINNES 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 letters, communications and
telegrams between the Minister of Agriculture, or
any official under him, or any other Minister or
otficial of the Dominion Government, and the Gov-
ernment of British Columbia or any official thereof,
the British Columbia Board of Trade, and the local
Dominion Engineer, relating to the erection of a
proper quarantine station at Albert Head or Wil-
liam Head, British Colunbia.

The motion was agreed to.

AN ADJOURNMENT.
MOTION.
Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE moved :

That when the House adjourns to-day it do
stand adjourned until Monday, the 27th instant,
at eight o’clock in the evening.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I do not sup-
pose that my hon. {riend is serious in ex-
pecting this House to adjourn for that length
of time. When the hon. gentleman asks for
an adjournment he generally expects it to
be for about half the time called for by his
motion, and I suppose that is the case in the
present instance. Of course the Government
will be consulted with regard to the state of
the public business, and whether the adjourn-
ment will interfere in any way with it.. I
generally oppose adjournments in this House,
yet if the Government think that the pri-
vate interests of parties will not suffer, and
that the public business will not be impeded,
I make no objection. For my part, I think
this is the proper place to be during the
sitting of Parliament. I was under the im-
pression that the Government were intend-
ing to make a new departure in the mode of
procedure in the other House, and that busi-
ness would be sent in to us so that there
would be nodelay. I thought that this House
would have a share of the public business.
We were delayed last year with the Crim-
inal Code, which many of us opposed as
coming up too late in the session, and it was
with great reluctance that we passed that
measure. We have a leading member of

the bar in this House—the Minister .of
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Agriculture———and I think he should be able

this year to give us the revision of the
Criminal Code. I do not see why, with my
hon. friend at the head of the House, we
could not have that Bill or some other
Bill during the session. I do hope that the
Government will not agree to this long ad-
journment, which certainly must be preju-
dicial to the House. Last year, when we
had our first adjournment, we were promised
that that would be the only one, but we
had other adjournments. There will be a
holiday next week-—Wednesday, 15th-—and
I move in amendment that when the House
adjourns, if the Government considers that
it can adjourn at all, that it stand adjourned
until the 16th instant.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-—It has been the in-
variable custom in this House, and a custom
from which I think it would be unwise to
depart, that before we enter upon a discus-
sion of this question, we should have from
the members representing the Government
of the country an intimation as to whether
the public business would be at all incom-
moded or delayed by the proposed adjourn-
ment. Very often the leader of the House
has left it to the Senate to decide the length
of the adjournment ; but invariably we have
first ascertained, before entering into a dis-
cussion, that the adjournment might be taken
without injury to the public interest.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL---I was about to rise
when the motion was first proposed by its
mover, but other gentlemen, who were a little
more active than I was, secured the floor.
Those who know me understand my exces-
sive modesty ; I did not like to interfere. I
was about to say that I had consulted the
leader of the Government and that he saw
no inconvenience in an adjournment of ten
or twelve days, for the reason that the time
of the Commons has been occupied to a very
great extent since the opening of Parliament
in discussing the Estimates. You are all
aware that it requires some time, and delays
will take place, before the bills can be proper-
ly put before the House of Commons. 1
hope inthe future that the intimation thrown
out by the hon. member for Lunenburg may
be carried into practical operation ; at any
rate, it will be my endeavour—and I know
that it is the endeavour of my colleagues—to
to see in future sessions that this House is fur-
nished witha certain proportion of the legisla-

tion that is totake place. It will require the
adoption of some rules, of course, by which
those who desire legislation on particular
questions may have their Bills initiated in
either one House or the other. At present,
it is at the option of any company or any
gentleman desiring the passage of a Bill
affecting any interest of the company with
which he is connected, to select the House
in which it shall be introduced ; and so far
as the Government are at present concerned,
they could only have direct control over the
Government measures. 1 have been prom-
ised, as I intimated the other day, some few
of those measures, and I hope to be able to
lay them before the House at the very
earliest possible moment after the adjourn-
ment. I think, however, that the length of
time asked for by the hon. gentleman for the
adjournment is too long. Our impression
was that Monday, the 20th, would be quite
long enough ; but others have intimated
that it would be diflicult for them to reach
here on Monday, unless they travelled or
left home on Sunday ; so that it would be
better to say Tuesday, the 21st. By that
time I hope that the business of the other
House will be sufficiently advanced to enable
us to proceed here.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—If the House
will allow me I will say Tuesday, the 21st
instant, at 8 o’clock in the evening.

The motion, as amended, was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 4 o’clock.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Twesday, February 21st, 1893.
Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at 8 p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE SMALL-POX EPIDEMIC IN BRIT-
ISH COLUMBIA.

MOTION.
Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.) 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 letters, communications and
telegrams between the Minister of Agriculture,
any official under him, or any other Minister ot
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official of the Dominion Government, and the
anadian Pacific Railway Company, the British
olumbia, (fovernment, the Mayors of the cities of
Ictoria and Vancouver, the Dominion health

Officers of the ports of Victoria and Vancouver,

Telating to the introduction of small-pox into Vic-

toria and Vancouver in May and June, 1892, by
€ mail steaniers from Japan and China.

Hesaid: I do not propose to make any
Temarks on this subject until the papers are
rought down. .

The motion was agreed to.

 MANUFACTURING INDUSTRIES IN
CANADA.

7 MOTION.
Hon. Mr. McMILLAN moved:

EThat an humble Address bhe presented to His
H’.‘ceuency the Governor-General ; praying that
18 Excellency will cause to be laid before this
thollse, a list, as nearly as can be obtained, of all
€ manufactories in operation in Canada, with
€ number of operatives employed, together with
1 € amount paid for wages for the years 1878 and
L respectively.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I should like to call

:he hon. gentleman’s attention to the fact

hat his motion is likely to involve a great
€al of trouble and considerable expense.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—The information
®annot be furnished.

an, Mr. POWER—I was about to say
at it could not be done. I would suggest
¢ the hon. gentleman that he should substi-
t;xt’e 1881 for 1878 in his motion, and then
a €fe might be an opportunity to make an
apprOleate comparison, but it would be
1 87%“ impossible to get the returns for

th

wolon. Mr. ANGERS—I was about to
ake the suggestion that the hon. gentle-
v 31 should amend his motion, and make it
®ad «188] and 1891, respectively.” There
©no records for 1878 and consequently

¥y © should have to take the returns for the
tar 1881

) |
tioon. Mr. MMTLLAN —T have no objec-
bee to amending the Address. 1took 1878
c%d‘_i\lse it was the year immediately pre-
Ing the adoption of the National Policy.
;:;’e taken care to say in the motion “as
Y 48 can be obtained.” I am willing

avelig:%changed from 1878 to 1881.

e,

The motion was amended accordingly and
adopted as amended.

TARIFF CHANGES SINCE 1879.
MOTION.
Hon. Mr. McMILLAN 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, a copy of all the changes that have been
made in the tariff since the National Policy became
law in 1879, giving the name of each article, show-
ing the original duty imposed thereon. the amount
of increase or reduction subsequently made, or
placed upon the free list, together with the date of
all such alterations in the tariff.

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (H) “ An Act to amend the law relat-
ing to holidays.”—(Mr. Angers.)

Bill (I) “An Act to correct a clerical
error in the Bank Act.”-—(Mr. Angers.)

MILITIA LAND GRANTS IN THE
NORTH-WEST BILL.

FIRST READING.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL presented Bill (G)
“ An Act to make further provision respect-
ing grants of land to members of the
militia force in active service in the North-
west.” He said :—T may mention that the
object of this Bill is simply to extend the
time, which expired at the close of last year,
for the issuing of land grants to those who
have obtained the proper scrip and have not
yet located.

The Bill was read the first time.

The Senate adjourned at 8.30 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, February 22ud, 1893

Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o’clock.

Prayer and routine proceedings.
SECOND READINGS”

Bill (D) “ An Act for the relief of James
Balfour.” (Mr. Clemow.)
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Bill (A) ““ An Act for the reliefof Edmund
Holyoake Heward.” (Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (B) “ An Act for the relief of Robert
Young Hebden.” (Mr. Clemow.) ;

Bill (C) “ An Act for the relief of Martha |
Ballantyne.” (Mr. Clemow:.)

NOVA SCOTIA BUILDING SOCIETY.

SECOND READING. !

Hon. Mr. ALMON moved the second
reading of Bill (F) “ An Act to amend ¢ An |
Act respecting the Nova Scotia Permanent
Benefit Building Society and Savings Bank
Fund.””

Hesaid : The NovaScotia BuildingSociety |
had a charter from the Nova Scotia Govern-
ment forty-three years ago, during which
time T have been one of the trustees. We
had a charter about two years ago from the
Dominion Government and these charters
appear to conflict with one another. This
Bill is to make the two charters more in
unison and for other purposes. I think, how-
ever, that that matter will be discussed more
fully when the Bill comes before the Com-
mittee on Banking and Commerce. I move, !
seconded by the senior member for Halifax,
that this Bill be read a second time. I

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Thehon. gentle-
man from Halifax does not think it wise to |
explain the Bill fully. T hope it is not to
wipe out the mortgagors in a quiet way.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—There is no ob-
jection to the second reading of this Bill
being passed, but there are amendments I
think it would be necessary for the hon.
gentleman to suggest when it goes before
the Committee on Banking and Commerce.
The proposition in this Bill is to change and
amend the law passed in 1887 by the Parlia-
ment of Canada at the request, and at the |
instance of the society itself, and at that|
time the principle was laid down in the;
General Incorporations Act, of limiting the |
time for the sale of property which may come
into their hands to seven years; this Bill|

I am not at the present moment able to ex-
plain.  That will be explained, I presume,
by the hon. gentleman when it goes before
the committee. Tt is also proposed in this
Bill to exempt from the limit of time, the
sale of property which has come into the
hands of the society, which was acquired
prior to the passing of the Dominion Bill ;
so that they could, if this becomes law as it
is introduced, hold the property which they
may have acquired prior to that time for
ever. ' I simply make these explanations
because it may be necessary, when it comes
before the Committee, to so amend the Bill
as to make it in accord with the General
Act which governs all societies of this kind,
unless this building soeiety can show good
and suflicient reasons why they should be
exempt from its operations.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-—T think the hon.
leader of this House should have made him-
self better acquainted with the facts before
making such statements. I think it is very
unfair to bring it before the House at this
time. The proper time, to my mind, to dis-
cuss it will be when it is before the com-
mittee. The hon. gentleman has made a
remark which I think no lawyer in this
House can concur in, that the Act which
was passed by the Dominion Government
had a retrospective effect. By the charter
under which this society acted for over forty
years, they had the right to keep the land
in their possession as long as they liked and
to sell when they thought it was in their
interest to do so; the hon. gentleman’s
statements will conflict with the opinions of
all the lawyers whom I have heard speak
about it, except one or two pettifoggers
(who wish to get lawsuits, and who live on
exacting money from corporations), who
have agreed with the hon. leader of this
House, but I do not think any sound lawyer
would ever say such a thing.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—TI think my hob-
friend has misunderstood altogether what !
said. T gave no opinion upon the point 0
law, either directly or indirectly. I merely

asks that it be changed to twelve years, and | pointed out what the provisions of the law
it also asks that, in case the property is not ‘ were, and showed, if passed, what the effect
sold by that time, it should revert to and be would be. T know nothing about the law,
vested in the Crown, instead of, as is pro-|and it would be presumption on my part %0
vided in the General Incorporations Act,: attempt to give an opinion upon a point 0

that it shall revert to and be vested in the|law. I have consulted the Minister ©

original owners ; why that change is made|Justice on this point and know what 15




—_

o

Opinion is, but I do not desire to express
1t here. Perhaps I should have said that in
the last clause of the Bill it provided for the
Tetention of that property, or that they
Wanted to have it so explicit that the petti-
fogging lawyers to whom my hon. friend re-
fers could not by any possibility take ad-
Vantage of it and thereby create litigation to
the disadvantage of the society, but 1
assure the hon. gentlemen I gave no opinion
Whatever ; but as the question was asked as
to the effect, of this Bill, and as the rules of
this House, as T have read them, say that
the principle of a Bill is affirmed on its
Second reading, I do not think I was out of
order or in any way out of place when I
Stated the character of the Bill to the House.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I was rather sur-
Prised at the fault found with the action of
the leader of this House, because from the
Yery outset of our proceedings, and during

€ whole time I have been in the Senate, I

Now it has always been the practice, where
any objection or any suggested amendment
Was to be made to a Private Bill like this,

€ proper time to make it was- before it
Went to the Committee in order that the

Ommittee might inquire into it. That has

en found a very convenient practice; at
all everts, it has been the practice. I donot
t present say whether I shall object to the

Ul or not, because we are _unfortunately
Placed in a position at present of not know-
Ing what the Bill contains. It is getting a
Step by the courtesy of the House, contrary
to the  rules, in being. read the second time
Without the members of this House know-
Ing what the Bill contains, and it is there-

Ore the more necessary that the leader of
this House should, in his capacity as such,

"ing before this House any suggestions he
Day think proper to be considered by the

Ommittee. Therefore, I have no sympathy
Vith the attack that has been made upon

he Minister for his action, but the contrary,
although I come from Nova Scotia, from the

toad acres over which this building society,

&I sorry to say, in a great many cases, has

ad jurisdiction.

4 Hon. Mr. POWER I think the hon. gen
. °Man from Ambherst was slightly in error
I stating that the Bill was being passed by
e courtesy of the House. T fail to see that
€re is any unusual courtesy extended to

Nova Scotia [FEBRUARY 22, 1893] Building Society.
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the Bill, because it has been printed and
distributed in the usual way.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY-T have not seen it.

Hon. Mr. POWER—T am sorry for that,
but it does not alter the fact. Now, I do
not agrec with what was said by my hon.
colleague with respect to the course taken by
the hon. leader of the House. I think the
course was 'perfectly sound, and just the
right course to take, because the hon. leader
of the House, by the course he adopted, gave
my hon. colleague and any other gentleman in-
terested in the passing of the Bill, notice
that amendments would be offered in Com-
mittee, and it is much better that my hon.
colleague should have this notice than that
he should be taken by surprise when the Bill
came up for consideration before the Com-
mittee on Banking and Commerce. I think
my hon. colleague was under the impression
that the hon. leader of the House was mani-
festing a spirit of hostility to the Bill; T did
not so understand it. The course taken by
the leader of the House is the usual and
proper one. At the same time, the observa-
tions made by the hon. leader of the House
might, unless there was some little ex-
planation given of the peculiar position
of the Association which asks for this
Bill, perhaps lead to a misapprehension
of the exact position of affairs. The 11th
section of the Act of 1887, which 'this
Bill proposes to amend, was not asked
for by the promoters of the Act of 1887.
This 11th section was inserted in the Bill in
Parliament here, and it was done, I think,
at the instance of gentlemen who were more
familiar with the loan societies of Ontario
than with the Nova Scotia Benefit Building
Society, and that is one point that should be
borne in mind. It would look unreason-
able that the Nova Scotia Benefit Building
Society should come here and ask that the
legislation which they secured in 1887 should
be amended to-day. That is not the fact.
They ask that a section, which was inserted
in the Act without their request, should be
amended so as not to do them serious mis-
chief ; I do not think there is anything un-
reasonable or improper in the miere fact of
their coming here for that purpose. The
hon. gentlemen of the committee might bear
this in mind ; as I understand, in the pro-
vince of Ontario the loan societies take
possession of the lands on which they hold a
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lien without any suit. In Nova Scotia,
the Nova Scotia Permanent Benefit Build-
ing Society do not do that;they acquire
possession of the land after a regular suit in
equity and a judicial sale by the sheriff ; and
under the law of Nova Scotia that judicial
sale by the sheriff gives the purchaser a
perfectly good and valid title, and conse-
quently the society, the mortgagees, under
our Nova Scotia law, have the same right to
buy in the market as any other persons, and
under our law if there is no flaw in the
title previous to the mortgage, the sale by the
sheriff vests a perfectly good and absolute
title in the purchaser. The hon. gentlemen
of the committee require, I think, to bear
that fact in mind. It places the lands
acquired by this society in a different
position from lands acquired by the loan
societies of Ontario. The details of the
matter, of course, can be very much better
discussed in Committee here ; but I think it
is only fair to my hon. colleague and the
promoters of the Bill to say a few words in
explanation.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-—The discussion shows
the propriety of attention having been called
to this matter by the leader of the House.
It must be admitted by the hon. members
that it is the bounden duty of the leader of
the House to keep his eye on all legislation
here ; and if there is anything in any Bill
introduced here which requires careful atten-
tion on the part of this House and careful in-
vestigation, he would be derelict in his duty
if he did not call attention to it before the
Bill went to the Comnmittee.
being liable to censure for doing so, he has
simply discharged a duty devolving upon him,
neglect of which would expose him to censure.
I think the remarks of my hon. friend from
Amherst are scarcely fair. When he spoke
of the courtesy of the House he was quite
aware that the Bill had been printed.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—No.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL—Ts it not an admitted
fact that when a Bill is presented to this
House a second time, if there is any leading
feature requiring explanation, the hon. mem-
ber introducing that Bill gives the House an
explanation of the changes, and makes it
clear and distinct ? Then the principle of the
Bill is either accepted or rejected by the Bill
being passed or thrown out. I think nothing

So far from |

14

at all out of the way was said when it was
mentioned that the courtesy of the House
was being extended in allowing this Bill to go
to second reading without any particular ex-
planation of it.

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

THE PRINTING OF BILLS.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the adjourn-
ment of the House, and in doing so said : I
have a suggestion to make which I think
will be valuable if adopted. Itis that after
each Bill in the Orders of the Day there
should be something to indicate whether it
has been printed.  That is the system that
is pursued in the House of Commons. If a
Bill is printed in English only, there isa
letter E after it ; if in French, the letter F;
if in both languages, E-F; if in neither
language, no letter appears. When an order
is called, if neither letter appears the mem-
ber who has it in charge simply says, “ not
printed,” and it stands as a matter of course.
If this suggestion meets with the approval
of the House, I think it will be found to be
a great convenience.

Hon. Mr. McCKAY—1T think the sugges-
tion would not result in convenience at all
times. For instance, sometimes Bills are
not distributed until after the Orders of the
Day are printed, and in such cases they would
have to lie over.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-—That might be a
strong reason for delaying the reading of the
Bill.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—I amnot sofamiliar
with the practice of the House in this
particular as other members are, but I know
in the House of Commons a Bill cannot be
proceeded with, unless it has been printed,
without the consent of the House. In some
instances where a Bill is not of any impor-
tance it is just laid on the Table of the
House, and with the consent of the House,
proceeded with. I make this suggestion
with a view to preventing disputes as to
whether a Bill has been printed or not.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate
adjourned at 4.05 p.m.

——



P S

The Prohibition [FERRUARY 23, 1893] Commission.

151

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Thursday, February 23rd, 1893.

. ,The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
O’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (J) « An Act for the relief of John
rancis Schwaller.” (Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (K) «“ An Actfor the relief of Annette
arion Goff. (Mr. Clemow.)

THE PROHIBITION COMMISSION.
* MOTION.
Hon. Mr. VIDAL moved :

That an humble Address be presented to His

Xcellency the (iovernor-General ; praying that

‘1)8 Excellency will cause to be laid Lefore this
use ;

1. A copy of the commission appointing and con-
stltu.ting certain persons a Royal Commission to
Obtain reliable data respecting the operation and
Slects of legislative prohibition of the traflic in in-

Xlcating liquors. ’
f02‘ Also, a copy of any and all instructions given

¥ the guidance of the said Roya! Commission by
OF under the authority of the Governent,

- Also, copies of any and all documents and
m_ltlstica furnished to the said Royal Commission,

Y any of the Departments of the Civil Nervice, or
&y Officer of the Government, embodying infor-
wz.t“m or suggestions in relation to the subjects

ich the said Royal Commission was appointed
€xamine and report upon.

E

. He said: —In proposing, for your adop-
'0n, the motion for the Address which we
4ve on our minutes, I think it desirable to
* ®Xplain why I ask for the information in
1S public and official manner. Of course,
could have gone personally to the different
SPartments and obtained all the informa-
'on which I require, did I need this infor-
Wation for my own satisfaction. It is not,
OWever, for my own personal satistaction
3t I make the inquiry : it is in order that

€ answer which will be given to these in-
duiries may have an official stamp, and may,
au‘zi'lefql‘e, . be recognized as having due
ority by the wide circle of persons in-
°rested in the great cause of prohibition.
it Will, of course, be understood that while
Sellfs rather on behalf of _others than for my-
not that T move for this information, I do
assume to have any authority whatever

act for or on behalf of any other indi-

!vidua.l or body. I alone am responsible for
'any statements that I may make, any opin-
lion I mnay give, or any argument I may pre-
isent to the House. T should like that to be
| clearly and distinctly understood. It is ob-
. vious that unless T proceed in this way, any
“information which I might obtain personally
‘and convey to my friends, would lack that
.stamp of authority which alone gives it
| value to those who are disposed not to re-
jceive very freely and trustfully any such
"answer as I might be able to make to them.
: Various opinions have, of course, been en-
| tertained by the friends and opponents of
i the Government, with respect to the course
ithat has been pursued in this matter.
1Tt is partly with the view of removing wrong
:impressions which I know to prevail, that I
'seek the inquiry in this formal manner, and
ipartly also to obtain information which T
!desire for my own personal use with respect
Ito the matter which comprises the third
i5pa¢mgmph of the Address which I propose
i shall be sent. Of course my request must
inot be considered by hon. gentlemen as in-
dicating any want of confidence in the Royal
! Commission which has been appointed, or in
| the result which may be obtained by their
{investigation. I amn fully aware that sucha
icourse would be exceedingly improper and
unfair. We must wait until we receive the
final veport of that commission before we
can with any propriety pass judgment upon
the course pursued or the results attained by
them ; but while I think that they should be
exempt from any censure, or any harsh or un-
Jjustifiable remarks, I think at the same time
that there is nothing improper or unjust in
my making observations or comments upon
what has appeared in the public newspapers
with respect to the course which they have
pursued, the inquiries which they have
made, the persons theyhave had before them
to give evidence, and the character of that
evidence. These things, I think, are fairly
subjects of comment; and I may add that
in making some of the remarks which I pur-
pose to offer, I think my doing so is in the
interests of that Royal Commission and may
prevent them from doing what, in my
judgment, would be an erroneous act,
one not contemplated by the authority
which called them into being, and which
would not fulfil the end for which Par-
liament asked that the commission should
be appointed; so that it is not in a
spirit of fault-finding or in opposition
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to the Commission that I make any re-
marks, though some of them may seem to
imply censure on their proceedings. Hon.
gentlemen will probably remember that when
the House of Commons in 1891 passed the

mission, I ventured from my place in the
House to express my satisfaction with the
step which had been taken, although I well
knew that on the part of a large number of
those associated with me as fellow-workers
in the great cause of prohibition, a very
different view was likely to be entertained.

Now it would be well, I think, in order to;

refresh our memory with reference to this,
that I should occupy the time of the House
for a few minutes in reading the resolution
which was adopted. It brings the question
before us in its primitive condition and in
its great simplicity. The resolution reads :—

In the opinion of this House it is desirable with-
out delay to obtain for the information and con-
sideration of Parliament by means of a Royal Com-
mission, the fullest and most reliable data possible
respecting ;

1. The effects of the liquor traffic upon all inter-
ests affected by it in Canada ;

2. The measures which have been adopted in
this and other countries with a view to lessen,
regulate or prohibit the trathic ;

3. The results of these ieasures in each casc ;

4. The effect that the enactment of a Prohibitory
Liquor Law in Canada would have in respect of
social conditions, agricultural business, industrial
and commercial interests, of the revenue require-
ments of municipalities, provinces, and the Do-
minion, and also as to its capability of efficient
enforcement ;

5. All other information bearing on the question
of prohibition.

Now, I took occasion whien the subject of
prohibition was before the House in con-
nection with the appointment of a committee
of this House to look into the petitions which
had been presented, among other obser-
vations to make these remarks upon this
particular matter : “Of course I have no
authority to speak for any one but myself,
but personally I have no hesitation in say-
ing that I think the action taken in the
other House has been the greatest step for-
ward that has been taken for the cause of
prohibition for many years. My opinion is
that the appointment of this Royal Com-
mission is really an acceding to some ex-
tent to the request of the petitioners for the
enactment of a prohibitory law, as far as can
be done at present. It appears to me to be
a desirable and necessary step that Parlia-
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ment should be furnished with reliable and
authentic information on the matter, in
order to act intelligently. Then it must be
remembered that the framing of an act of

i this kind, making such important changes,
resolution suggesting the propriety and neces- :
sity of the appointment of this Royal Com-.

particularly in the revenues of the provinces,
as well as the revenues of the Dominion,
should be done with care, and with an
accurate and full knowledge of the results of
such - legislation where similar enactments
have been passed in other countries. There-
fore in my humble judgment the action
which has been taken instead of being look-
ed upon as an attempt to burke the ques-
tion, should be regarded as a necessary step,
taken honestly, in the advance, and for the
promotion of the interests of the country in
this direction.” Those were my sentiments
at the time that was passed—sentiments for
which I was called to account by a great
many of my co-workers ; but most of them
were subsequently satisfied with the expla-
nation I was able to give them. Now, I
still adhere to the views which I expressed on
that occasion, although I must confess that
a considerable measure of disappointment
has been felt by me as I have carefully
watched the proceedings which have been
taken by the commission, and the character
of the evidence which they have collected.
It is quite true that some of this evidence
is exceedingly valuable, and the kind
of evidence which they were appoint-
ed to collect; but I venture to think
that the larger part of it is, and the
greater part of their time has been wasted
in obtaining, what Parliament did not re-
quire, and which under the instructions in
the commission from Parliament, they need
not have troubled themselves about, as they -
have done. A very large amount of labour
has been expended in the collecting of peo-
ple’s opinions. Now,I do not understand that
Parliament desired the collection of opinions
of anybody on these matters. My idea is,
that Parliament, in authorizing that commis-
sion, intended that they should gather facts
upon which Parliament should found its opi-
nion. Now as a matter of fact, if any of you
have followed up—1I have no doubt many of
youhave—the examinations whichhave taken
place, you must have seen what appears t0
me to be a very absurd proceeding with re-
ference to the obtaining of these opinions.
For instance you find persons engaged in the
liquor traffic called in and asked very
solemnly and very carefully if they think &
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Ié"ohibitory law would be better than the
lc'}n'se system. You find them asked their
Opinion if a prohibitory law could be

enforced, and questions of this kind. Of)

Course, it is perfectly absurd to ask such
Questions of such people. You might just

time to arrive at the discovery: of the im-
ortant facts which we have to act upon.
Whether it will be possible in the future
examination which will take place by the
commission to reduce this kind of gather-
ing of opinions, I know not ; perhaps after

as well ask a wolf if the fold was any protec- | hearing the remarks made by myself and

tion of the lambs of atlock. And I find a
Very large proportion of the time of the com-
Wission has been taken up in collecting these
Oplnions. It is with this object, in order

others on the point, it may have the effect
of lessening this evil. It is admittedly an
evil that time and money should be spent in
the collecting of opinions which are of no

P“t. I may see whether the intention of i value whatever. I admit fully and frankly
arl}&lllent was rightly apprehended and|that some opinions are exceedingly valu-
Carried out by the commission and instruc-|able : they are worth obtaining, and they

lons issued for their guidance, that I askin
e Address that information shall be given
YY furnishing us with a copy of the commis-
Slon, in ‘order that we may see that that
®ommission in its terms corresponds with the
Tesolution which was passed by the House
I"arliament, and further, a copy of any and

1l instructions given for the guidance of the
®mmission in order that we may see that
Ose¢ imstructions were in harmony with

© objects sought to be obtained by

€ appointment of the commission. I
i;‘"@ not in my own mind any doubts
all this matter, but I have heard on
sides, from people not friendly inclin-

o towards the Government, strong suspi-
ons and doubts as to whether the inten-
01::“3 of Parliament had been fairly carried
eot. Now those instructions given to this
is Mmission will be furnished, and I am sat-
Seeed In my own mind, although T have not
th 0 them, that they will harmonize with
€ Views of Parliament in having the com-
18sion appointed to obtain the information.
1S quite true the general terms used in
ev?t resolution will cover a great deal of
“dence which has been collected and
Thlch is, in miy judgment, unnecessary.
€re has been a great loss of time and ex-
alrlxsde In having it all taken down by short-
avs writers, which will be increased by
Ving it all printed, as I suppose it will be,

- orming a very voluminous report ; and
wlil;l? I believe and know that amongst all
n Information are some very important
us § very valuable facts, calculated to guide
s D our deliberations upon this great and
rag}’lo"tant question, I feel at present
er alarmed at the amount of difficulty
jewelshan experience in getting at these
uﬁeg I am afraid they will be so deeply
thay ; b){ the rubbish which surrounds them,
1t will take a good deal of patience and

are reliable. I refer, for instance, to the
opinions of judges, I would consider their
opinions of very great weight—men of ex-
perience in dealing with the criminal class,
can form reliable opinions. 1 would think
the opinions of keepers: of lunatic
asylums and keepers of jails or of peni-
tentiaries useful, for they would be capable of
forming opinions which might be of value,
but the idea of summoning interested per-
sons and asking opinions as to whether
such a law could be enforced appears to
me to be manifestly absurd. The very idea
of asking in a land like ours with a law-
abiding people, whether a law of the Domin-
ion can be enforced appears to me to be very
foolish. Any law of our country can be en-
forced and generally contains within itself
provisions for its enforcement, so I consider
that time is entirely lost in asking questions
of that kind. T notice also questions about
compensation.  That is a very important
question in the minds of some, but at the
same time hon. gentlemen will see that the
question of the _prohibition of the liquor
traffic and the question of compensation
being given to those whose business may be
destroyed by the prohibition, are two totally
distinct questions. There is no necessity
whatever for their being taken into consid-
eration at the same time or for the one hav-
ing any influence on the other. If the pre-
servation and promotion of the peace, happi-
ness and well-being of our people demands
of us that we should have a prohibitory law,
then after it is passed we may very safely
and very wisely decide what compeasa-
tion, if any, should be given to those whose
business has been interfered with. First
settle the question of prohibition on its
merits, and then on its merits take up the
question, if any compensation be due to
any body, to whom and how much. The Par-
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liament of Canada may be safely relied upon | stood that there would be two representatives
if a man’s vested interests are encroached: at least, of those who are known to be
upon in any way for the public good, to friendly to prohibition, two of those who
compensate him if reasonable proof can be are known to be adverse to it, and the third
adduced that such compensation should be:should be as impartial a man as could be got
granted. The present is not the time toi—»a man of business. I understood that
discuss such a question, but I venture to that was to be the character of the com-
make the remark that when the question of  mission. Now, in watching the proceedings,
compensation comes to be decided it must I have come to the conclusion, by consider-
be remembered that there are two sides to ‘ ing the questions asked and remarks made,
the question. T am strongly of the opinion |and I do not think it is a conclusion which
that the compensation should be all the can be gainsaid, that four of the five are
other way—that it should come out of theanti-prohibitionists and what sort of a
pockets of those who through the liquor: report we are likely to get I do not know

traffic have been enabled to roll in wealth| —I will not judge it until I see it

and enjoy the largest amount of luxury and
ease at the expense of the poor people
whose want of bread and clothing has
contributed to that wealth. There is room
for argument as to which side should have
compensation, and it will be quite time to
discuss that question when the first and
primary question is decided, shall the coun-
try have a prohibitory liquor law ? I am not
at this time, of course, going into the gen-

eral question of prohibition; my object is

simply to obtain the information which I
desire. There is another point to which I
have not yet referred, and that is embodied
in the third clause of my request asking for
a copy of all the documents. My reason for
making this request is that on reading the
proceedings that have taken place, I notice
one of the commissioners stated that he had
an official document. He was questioning a
witness, and on receiving an answer, he re-
marked that it was not consistent with the
information contained in an official docu-
ment, some table of statistics by which he
was trying the evidence that had been given
him. If such a document has been fur-
nished to that commission, it is only fair and
right that we who are interested in it should
have some knowledge of it—that it should
be a public document to which we should
have access as well as the commissioners, in
order that we may ascertain its character
and see that it is fair and just. Now, with
reference to the personnel of the commission
I have not a word to say against any of
them. Those of them whom I know, I have
great confidence in and esteem very highly ;
at the same time, with reference to the
appointment of commissioners, I understood,
and I believe it was the real meaning of the
Government, that we should have what
might be called a fair commission. T under-

| All the commissioners are unquestion:
ably upright and honourable men, and
will no doubt give us the facts as they re-
ceived them. It is remarkable that no ad-
vocate of prohibition, so far as I know, was
asked at all what his opinion was of these
commissioners before they were appointed.
I do not like to thrust myself forward or
make any claims whatever, but it struck me
that it would have been a very natural
thing indeed, when it was known, through-
out the country, known to Parliament and
the Government that T was president of the
Dominion Alliance, an association that has
been in existence for eighteen or twenty
year for the purpose of obtaining this pro-
hibition, and which it is well known, is a ve-
presentative body of the temperance element
throughout the whole Dominion, represent-
ing churches, temperance societies and all
organizations taking an interestin this great
work—under these circumstances I think
mere courtesy and a desire to do a faif
thing would have suggested that the names
of the commissioners should have been sub-
mitted to me or some other representative
of the temperance people, simply to lear™
that no valid objection was made to them-
Consequently, the prohibitionists are not
in any way responsible for the work
that has been done, whether it is wel
or ill done-—we are entirely free from
lthat. I am of opinion that great go

twill result from it. My only fear is that
it will involve a great deal of expense
to the country. If it is considered ne
cessary to publish all the evidence thav
has been collected it will make a hug®
volume and I doubt if any one will have the
time or patience to go through it. Some ©
us will read and select portions of 1%
Some of it, I know, is exceedingly valuable

N
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and' important. T have not read the whole
of it, but T have read it very largely and in
My opinion the great weight of evidence is
Tather favourable to the view that T enter-
tan} than opposed to it, notwithstanding the
CUrious questions which have been sometimes
Put, and notwithstanding that I think either
€ commission has misapprehended the re-
q“_"‘flment of Parliament or that the com-
Mission itself and the instructions given have |
N0t been sufficiently clear to make them un-
erstand what it was desired should be ob-
ned, namely, reliable data upon which
nal action might be taken by Parliament.
shall not further trespass on the time of
i € House, but now move the Address as it
S Printed in the Minutes. !

w Hon, Mr. GOWAN—T wish to say a|
rOrd or two in respect tp what has fallen
°m my hon. friend beside me, with whom
N 3m ysually in entire accord. I am in full
ey Mpathy with the earnest workers in the
sause of temperance all over Canada and
ving said that, it is asfar as I can go in re-
Ip €ct to the present object that they aim at.
leard what my hon. friend said about the
Jections to taking individual opinions as
my e propriety of passing such a law. For
h a); bart, T differ from my hon. friend who:
Voo S0 zealously, earnestly and for years ad-
bitiated the cause of temperance and prohi-
a“)n\I am sorry to differ from him, but I
ay say I entirely disagree with the position
Publ‘lt 18 not proper to ascertain the drift of
thatl? Opinion with regard to any measure
o 1S intended to be followed by an enact-
Bt 'We all know, looking at the history
an, deVery movement touching the habits
i inm.anners of the pepple, ‘t}}at unless it
Necey accord with public opinion it must
h&ve sﬂl‘lly fall to the gleuI'l(!. I myself
in yeq ad a good deal of judicial experience ;
Pect to the temperance question and

oft.. cutions under existing laws, and have
in whi een _painfully struck_witl} the manner
“n(ich Witnesses gave their evidence—men ;
Tacte, Oubted general veracity, of good cha-
an and good standing in society, willing
p Xlousto avoidaconviction,and to evade
chy, 1:‘33'319n that would bear against a person
me, and \IVlth violating the law. That struck
on the have had a pretty large experience
e()nﬁrms“b,]ect, as a very significant point and ;
€d my view that any legislation in

€ of public opinion is worse than use-
tis worse than useless in this parti-

Va,
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cular, for if you teach men to violate a plain
law with impunity, you weaken respect for
laws in general, and thus tq a large extent
paralyze the arm of the law, for when men
begin to violate one law and soothe their
consciences, they gradually teach other men
to do the same thing who are less scrupulous
than they are, and you encourage men to the
commission of what is plainly and palpably
a crime. If we look at the history of legis-
lation in respect to matters pertaining
to morals and manners, what do we
find? We know that on the statute-
book ever since the reign of James, I think,
there was an enactment authorizing a fine
to be imposed upon any one who used a
profane oath, and if we look at the history

‘of the times, particularly the time of the

Regent, men were not considered fashion-

‘able, or to come up to the mark as young

bloods, or society men, unless they could in-
dulge in some new and strange oath. That
law, therefore, was for many years violated
with impunity.' At one time it fell into
almost entire disuse, and no one thought of
prosecuting under it. Let us look at an-
other law—one that my hon. friend the
leader of the House would be most anxious
to have fully obeyed —the law with regard
to customs and smuggling. Every one ac-
quainted with the history of the people of
Europe knows that there was a time when
it was not thought any crime, or infringing
at all upon morals, if people did a little
in the way of smuggling, and my lord
in his mansion and the poor fisherman
on the seashore all smuggled. My lord
smuggled his wines from France and my
lady smuggled her laces, without in the
slightest degree feeling that it touched
their conscience, while the poor man was
glad to get his gin, his rum, and other
things that lay in his way, and more suited
his tastes, in the same manner. Therefore,
that law, until very recent years, notwith-
standing the severity-of the enactment then
on the statute-book, was not observed, and
therefore an injury was done to the law in
general, because it was violated with impu-
nity and without any feeling of self-reproach
—without any feeling that the offender’s
conscience was wounded. Then let us come
to a later period. You all know that from
the earliest times by the common law killing
was murder, in case of a duel, and we
know that until a comparatively recent
period—up to the time of the Duke of Wel-
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lington, certainly—men dare not refuse, so
strong was public opinion, to meet their ad-
versaries when challenged. Now, there was
a law in force touching life, and yet it was
violated with iinpunity. If everything was
done according to the law of the duello,
no jury could be got to conviet any
one who killed his adversary in “a fair
fight.” So strong was that feeling
that, if my memory serves me, in a case
where it was proved that the code had been
strictly observed and the prisoner had killed
his adversary after the most approved manner
and method of the duel, the judge (who had
“ been out ” more than once himself) when
he came to charge the jury said “Gentlemen
of the jury, if you believe so and so I am
hound to tell you that according to the
laws of England the offence amounts to
murder, but so help me—gentlemen, a fairer
thing I never heard of.” You can easily
understand how a jury would act under
circumstances of that kind. That is the
teaching of history—and history ought not
to be like the stern lights of a ship illuming
only the track that is past, but should
guide us in the future. I have long been
strongly of the opinion that any law in ad-
vance of public opinion will not be obeyed,
and therefore I am sorry to differ from my
earnest and hon. friend beside me. I donot at
all agree with him that the commission erred
-in getting opinions from intelligent men in
all quarters. According to my opinion, that
portion of the inquiry was a necessary and
most desirable one, and any one who reflects
on the subject will see the danger of putting
alaw on the statute-book that will not be
obeyed. How are we to ascertain whether
the law will be obeyed or not unless we col-
lect evidence to show public opinion on the |
subject ? There are various ways of collect-
ing public opinion--you can get it from the
newspapers, or from talking with people, or
from examining witnesses as was done by
this commission,and you can ascertain pretty
much the drift of public opinion by the ex-
tent and work of the various organizations
in a particular direction. These are amongst
the sources from which the drift of public
_opinion can be ascertained. Therefore, on
that point alone I differ from my hon. friend.
T think that it is one of the most valuable
modes of ascertaining whether, if Parliament
should be disposed to do so, an Act should
be passed to prohit the liquor traflic. I can-

not but think it would, and therefore, almost

doubting my own opinion, seeing I differ
from my hon. friend beside me, I must say
that T cannot accept the view that public
opinion is not to be ascertained in the way
that the commissioners have thought fit to
collect it.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL —The Manitoba sys-
tem 1s a better way.
Hon.

Mr. POWER—I am rather sur-

i prised that the hon. leader of the Govern-

ment has nothing to say upon this question.
It would be expected that we should have
some declaration from him with respect to
this matter. Looking at the attitude as-
sumed by the hon. gentleman from Sarnia,
two years ago, when this commission was
proposed ; one would naturally feel surprised
that the hon. gentleman—who at that time
had expressed such entire contidence in the
intentions of the Government, in the charac-
ter of the commission, and in the satisfactory
results of its labours—had put a notice on*
the paper which seemed to indicate a feeling
that everything was not going on just as it
might do under this commission. I myself, as
an admirer of the hon. gentleman from Sarnia,
felt somewhat pained that the hon. gentle-
man’s confidence in the commission had been
shaken ; but my mind was relieved when
the hon. gentleman in the course of his re-
marks said that as far as he was concerned,
he quite recognized the virtue of a Royal
Commission, but that there were certain un-
godly people outside who, while they were
temperance men, were not perhaps as strong
supporters of the Government as my hon-
friend and who began to blaspheme against
the commission. T think that the hon. gen-
tleman, although he reiterated his expressio®
of confidence in the cominission, gave utte!”
ance to some sentiments which would rather
lead an impartial listener to believe that hi®
own confidence had been somewhat shakens
He criticised, in a very gentle way of coursé
the line of action followed by the commissio?
and the composition of the commission; an
the hon. gentleman seemed to doubt whetbe!
the intention of Parliament had been carr?
out in the instruetions given to the co¥
mission and in the line of conduct whi¢
they had adopted. Now, if Parliament b
been composed of gentlemen who entertain
the same sentiments on the subject of Pre
hibition which are entertained by the ho™
gentleman from Sarnia, I think probably th®
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hon, gentleman would have been right in|I understood the hon. gentleman to say that
thinking that the intention of Parliament | the space of two years or nearly two years
ad not been carried out ; but what was | which had elapsed since this commission was
Teally the intention of Parliament? I do. appointed, was quite long enough to have
Mot wish to be disrespectful to Parliament ;;bmught us some definite report from the
ut T have a very strong impression that a ! commission ; but the hon. gentleman will see
great many of the gentlemen who voted |that if the commission did not deal with the
or the appointment of a Royal Commission  question of compensation, that question being
1d 50 with a view to shelve a disagreeable 'a difficult and trying one would, as a
Question and get it out of Parliament toima-tter of course, be referred by this
Some other place where it would not trouble | Government to another commission, and

arliament for some time. no further action could be taken in the mat-
: : ter untjl that question was reported upon ;
Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Hear, hear. jand the question of compensation being a

{difficult and trying one, it would probably

Hon. Mr. POWER—And 1 think thehon. | call for a very extended inquiry by this
gentleman must feel that that end has been | new commission ; probably the commission-
attained toa very considerable extent. One |ers would feel it their. duty to go over to
of the faults the hon. gentleman found with | Great Britain and sit there, because the
€ mode of examination pursued by the!question of compensation has been consi-

« COmmission was that they asked whether in|dered there; and I think the l}on. g.en.tle-
1€ opinion of the witnesses a prohibitory | man from Sarnia must see, that if he is ina
AW could be enforced. Now, I think that:hurry to have a prohibitory law, or if he is
at was a very practical, reasonable and fair | in a hurry to get the report of .this _ commis-
‘lllesti()n, and the hon. gent;]ema,nfrom Barrie | sion—a tinal report which will dlspose of
as indicated how reasonable and proper a thé whole matter—he had better let them
duestion it was. T do not think, that thedeal with the question of compensation, and
On. gentleman from Sarnia, with all his|we shall have the whole matter before us at

. experience and with his knowledge of every- | once, and he be in a position to decide whe-
ng which relates to the questions of tem- | ther or not we shall have prohibition. Then
Perance and prohibition, can point to any | the hon. gentleman criticised the personnel of
emnmunity of anything like the population | the commission. He admitted that the gen-
and territorial extent of Canada where a |tlemen who composed it were all respectable,
PPOhibitory law has been satisfactorily en-|and I do not think any one has raised any
orced. We all know that in the state of | question about that. I understood him to
&ine, which is a much smaller region than | say that four out of five were Opposed to
anada, and where the public sentiment was | prohibition, as far as he could judge from
S“Pposed to be overwhe]mingly in favour of|the questions which they asked. Well, that
PPOhibit,ion, prohibition has certainly not|may or not be the case ; but, after all, hon.
en by any means thorough]y enforced. gentleme_n, the great point about this com-
Jhe can get drunk in the state of Maine |nission and every other commission which
Just ag readily and upon just as bad liquor this Government appuints is this, that the
€ can get intoxicated anywhere else : | commissioners are all good Conservatives ;

and mep do it there. However, I do not|that is the important point. The public
Wang to go into a discussion of the questions | money is going to gentlemen who have done
;’1_ emperance and prohibition and non-pro- | good service for the Conservabiye party. It
ibitiop, I think that it will be time enough'l‘ may be that there is one exception : perhaps
n this commission reports, which will that one temperance man is not a Conser-
Pl’obab]y be some time after the next general | vative; T donot know; but I think that the
¢ ection, for us to discuss the question of | commissioners and the employees of the com-
1€ possibility of carrying out a law of that | mission are nearly all good. Conservatives ;
Ind, jf the commission should recommend | and the giving of merited reward to
the adoption of a prohibitory law. The hon. | good Conservatives for their services to the
8ehtleman said also that’ the question of | party is one of the casual advantages of the
°°mpensa,ti0n should not be considered. Now | Royal Commission. The important object,
Ty ink that the hon. gentleman was hardly | of coyrse, is to relieve the Government from
“Onsistent with himselfin taking thatground. | the necessity of dealing with the question




of prohibition. The secondary object is to
afford pleasant employment, at remunerative |
rates, for gentlemen who have fought and!
bled for the good cause ; and that has been |
done. I am surprised that the hon. gentle-
men from Sarnia should raise any question
about the personnel of the commission.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL--TI did not raise any
question about it at all.

Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. member
from Quinté suggests that the reason why the
hon. gentleman from Sarnia was not satisfied
with the personnel of the commission, was!
that he or his temperance friends has not,
been consulted.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL—No.

Hon. Mr. POWER—There is something
in that, looked at from the hon. gentleman’s
point of view ; but from the point of view
of the Government there is not so much in|
it, because the (overnment were best !
able to judge what gentlemen most deserved i
something from the Government. Now, I{
beg to say that in my humble way I quite
concur in the observations made by the hon.
gentleman from Barrie, with respect to the
question of a prohibitory law ; but I think
the hon. gentleman to a certain extent an-
ticipated what might be contained in the
report, and his remarks were, perhaps, not
altogether relevant to the motion made by
the hon. gentleman from Sarnia. I am
sorry that the hon. leader of the Govern-
ment did not express the views of the Gov-
ernment on the question. I do not know
whether the hon. gentleman is in a position
to tell us when this commission is likely to
report or not. If he is, perhaps he will be
kind enough to take the House into his con-
fidence to that extent.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN--1In making this
motion I think it certainly was not the inten-
tion of the hon. gentleman from Sarnia to
introduce at this time in this House a dis-
cussion of prohibition upon its merits.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN-—But I have been
.very much surprised indeed to find, as the
hon. member has stated, the hon. gentleman
from Sarnia criticising the course that the
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Government has taken in this matter. At
the time the resolution providing for this
commission was under discussion, my hon.
friend from Sarnia approved of the course
then proposed. I was surprised to hear him
state that in his opinion it was about the
best course that could be taken to meet the
wishes and prayers of a very numerous body
of petitionerswhoapproached this Parliament
on that question. The prayer of the peti-
tioners read before the both Houses of
Parliament indicated, as plainly as the
English language could indicate, that
they wished the Parliament of the country
to pass a prohibitory law immediately :
there was no application or prayer made by
these people from all parts of Canada fora
commission to inquire and see whether the
time has arrived for a prohibitory law to be
enacted in his country ; and yet at the time
I remember, distinctly remember, hearing -
my hon. friend from Sarnia rise in his place
and state that it was quite in accord with
the prayer of the petition, and he also made
the observation at the time that he had the
honour of being the president of the Dominion
Alliance. Now, I for one cannot agree with
the expression on his part to-day of dis-
appointment. I think that the object of
Parliament and of the Government on the
occasion of those petitions being presented,
must be obvious to everybody. The object
and intention was, to adopt an adage which
prevails with all Governments, that when
an urgent and difficult moral question is
presented for their consideration, the very
best way of disposing of it is to appoint a
Royal Commission and place the report there-
on among the blue books. I think that will
be the result in this case,and no other result
will follow. It matters little, excepting in
the item of expense—and as my hon. friend
has said, the expense comes out of the
people of this country and will be distributed
among friends— it matters little+ whether
the report comes this year or next year or
the year after.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-—Or not at all.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN-—TIt matters little
when this repurt comes, the result will be
the same ; the prayers and expectations of
those petitioners will not be answered.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—T do not agree
with all that my hon. freind who has just
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tﬁlfen his seat has said with reference to
1S matter, We all know pretty well the
Yature of these petitions ; they all seem to
. 1_3-I:gely in the handwriting of two or three
"dividuals, they are stereotyped petitions,
14 it is the easiest thing in the world to get
On?m Signed and, after all, the petitions are
e Y a very small minority of the people of the
,en;‘“lltl'y. The petitions are got up, by people
Coup oyed by the diﬁerent associations ; qf
)acll;se they have an immense power at their
Ning but after all they are but a small
cOmOK‘}tX. As regards the personnel of this
Mission T know nothing : and T know
Dl‘ed'mg as regard their antecedents, their
. llecplons as regards temperance or other-
Oi:: neither do I know whether they are sup-
ers of the present Government or whe-
T'it is for meritorious service they have
imzn‘app.ointed. I think it is a matter of
Yo, glnation purely with my hon. friend as
qug:I‘(_iS that point. With reference to the
vistlon of how they should act and what
i ence they should take, I think the com-
Ssion will” be governed entirely by the
fm‘;el' given to them under the commission
inst] tht'} Parliament. I presume that those
Tuctions are fully contained in it and
th:t beyond that they will not go. It seems
allz are empowered to take opinions upon
bitiO“bJeCts respecting the matter of prohi-
be N:and I think they will not extend
yond that, Neither do I wish to antici-
eﬂ'ecttbe I:esult of the evidence, nor what
o 1t will have on the public mind and on
St".nl_a,ment. I think t.he hon. member from
beliety& has rather prejudged the case. He
arl; ©S there is sufficient in it to justify
Ament in passing a prohibitory law. T am
ah_lhgi’lssmg any opinion upon th.at. at :?Jll,
Tefop ugh T bave a very strong opinion with
%u’l (fnce to it. Then my hon. friend says we
in th Pass any law and it could be carried out
lal‘ge 8 }fOuI}try. I say no. You must have a
befy, acking in favour of any legislation
out w0 can have it executed and carried

‘\‘e] R
°0u1,ten0ugh how it.works. In my own
a Ty there is a provincial law and there

evel.;nen selling openly befoye the public
Sand ay ; and not one violatlor} in a thou-
“Raloyg a8 been punished. Vigorous and
oyt thatmen have been appointed to carry
With ) law ; they have saddled the country
thay, th“ge' sums of money, ten times more
18 thyy e fines would come to ; and the result

ore liquor is sold, I say that the

1th regard to temperance law, we know |

moment we go beyond moral suasion, the
influence of the churches, societies and
temperance organizations, we defeat our
objects The churchés and societies have
more beneficial effect upon the public than
all the legislation that we can enact. You
will never make a man moral by Act of
Parliament.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I did not propose
to make any observations on the question,
because I thought the main proposition in-
volved in the duty of the commission was
not really before the Chamber; and it is
rather permature to discuss the question of
prohibition at the present moment ; but Irise
to prevent the impression going abroad that
it is the opinion of this Chamber that a pro-
hibitory law is asked for by a very small
minority of the people of Canada. Over
twenty years ago, I can very well remember
that petitions poured in from all parts of
this country praying for the adoption of
some law that would to a certain extent
limit the consumption of alcohol and lessen
the drinking habit. That public opinion
which found expression in petitions twenty
years ago, has I think, been growing rapidly
during that interval, and to-day Canada
stands in about as advanced a position on
the temperance question as any other country
in the world—certainly in advance of any
country on the other side of the Atlantic,and
quite abreast with some of the neighbour-
ing states, even though what is known as a
prohibitory law has actually been adopted
there. The temperance agitation in Canada,
whether due to restrictive laws or whether
due to our license system, or to the
influences from the pulpit, benevolent people
and philanthropists, has been productive of
an immense amount of good, and anybody
who has given thought or attention to the
growth and developient of the temperance
rmovement in Canada, must see that in the
‘last twenty years a marvellous stride has
been taken. In reference to this particular ,
commission, I do not propose to offer any
comments. At the time it was appointed I
thought very little of it, because I know
that the method usually adopted in taking
evidence before a commission of this kind,
must necessarily result in practically noth-
ing. I have not read all the evidence.
From time to time I have gone over a
column or two of it in the newspapers as it
| appeared, and I came to the conclusion that
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the commission generally called forward six
persons in favour of prohibition, and six
who were against it, and they got their
views. They were taken down in writing
and given to the press. It left the question
just where it started, and I do not think
any sensible person, any person who has
given any thought or attention to the sub-
ject, or whose judgment on the ques-
tion is of the smallest weight and import-
ance, would be guided in any degree by the
result of the commission. From my stand-
point it is a perfect farce—an absolute
farce. Here are some tens of thousands of
witnesses called before this commission,
somé voluntardy and some under a request,
and they have simply spoken their own
feelings, honestly, no doubt. The man who
deals in liquor believes a prohibitory law is
absolutely impossible. The man who is in
favour of a prohibitory law is just as firmly
convinced that it can be enforced, and that
it is the best thing for the country. He
speaks from his own stand-point. I ask any
of you, gentlemen, who have thought over
this question in the last ten or fifteen years,
whether you do not find society is divided
into two camps? The temperance camp is
the one that is increasing, I am happy to
say-—-that is, those who are in favour of in-
creased restriction—1I will not go so far as
to say absolute prohibition, but in some
degree reducing the facilities for people
destroying themselves and the happiness
of their homes. The movement has
been going on steadily year by year, the
number of licenses has been year by year
restricted. All these things tend to the edu-
cation of the people ; they all lead in the
proper direction ; and this commission, if it
serves any purpose at all, is useful only to
this extent, that public opinion is directed
to a most important question, namely, the
best method of restraining the people in their
drinking habits. As I said before, I amn not
going into the main question: it is prema-
ture. It is important we should have those
instructions which have been given to the
commission. I only wish my hon. friend
had been equally thoughtful two years ago.
We could then have known whether those
instructions were in the right direction. The
public would have criticised those instruc-
tions and the press would have commented
upon them ; and it would have been very
useful and very valuable; and probably have
formed in some degree a guide to the com-

mission as to the methods on which they
ought to proceed. The result of this coni-
mission will be huge volumes of material
that would be absolutely useless as a guide.
While on this subject I may here say that
the opinions differ according to the localities

just as it is apparent -that prohibitory laws

and restraining laws can be enforced in one
locality and not in another. An attempt to
enforce a law in British Columbia might be
useless, but in the other end of the. Domi-
nion, to enforce it in Prince Edward Island
might be perfectly feasible, owing, perhaps,
to the difference in the character of the two
people and educational advance on this ques-
tion. I am glad to know that in large num-
bers of the provinces, New Brunswick and
Nova Scotia, &c., the temperance feeling
is so far advanced that even a prohibi-
tory law might be carried out. There is, of
course, in other provinces an opinion that is
so hostile and adverse that it would be per-
fectly futile to attempt to enforce prohibi-
tion. In several partsof the Dominion, in
the western provinces, where the consump-

tion is six times as much as in the eastern -

provinees, it would be absolutely absurd to
attempt any such system.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN—The hon. gentleman
from Sarnia, knowing as we all do the very
deep interest he has taken in this question
all his life, is to be congratulated on the
temperate manner in which he has brought
forward his resolution. I see nothing incon-
sistent in his action to-day with the action
he took on this question when the commission
was first appointed, but T do take issue enti-
rely with my hon. friend from Ottawa as to
the value of this commission. I do not agree
with him that you can draw a hard and fast
line as between two classes in the community
—the one temperate and the other not tem-
perate. There are large numbers of people
in this community who are strong advocates
of temperance—-I do not say of prohibition—
who have all their life long done everything
in their power to advance the cause of tem-
perance, but have very great doubt indeed
as to whether that cause could be best
served by attempting.to enforce a prohibi-
tion law, and I think the object of this
commission is to endeavour to lay before the
public information which will enable them
to form a correct judgment on the subject
The point was well taken by my hon. frien
from Barrie, that it was of very great impor-
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tance, from that view of the case, to ascer-
2a1n the opinion of the people as to how far
1t was possible or feasible to carry out such
a law, Now, I happened to have attended,
Some few years ago, a temperance meeting
that was held ih Toronto, under the auspices
ot a Prelate of the Church of England, who
ad always been a strong advocate, not only
of temperance, but of prohibition. At the
Same meeting there was present the secretary
of t_he largest temperance organization in the
hited States, and one piece of advice which
© gave to his audience was ** Whatever you
do, do not go in advance of the convictions of
€ people—do not attempt to carry out a
W that their convictions do not approve of
ad which will only result in breaking the
AW and in that way will have a very injur-
2008 effect from a moral point of view.”
9%, as I said before, there is a large
Mimber of people, not prohibitionists, who
4re strongly interested in the temperance
;’:"‘_‘38 and heartily desire to promote 1t, and
1 only right that they should be given
30 opportunity to express their opinion on
1S question. I happened to be in Mont-
f‘e& when the commission was sitting there
4nd had g conversation with Judge Macdon-
ald, of Brockville, and the evidence which T
€ard there and much of it that was com-
;]lllnlca.t:ed to me was, I think, exceedingly
Rleresting and of very great importance
- *nd could not fail to have a good influence
elping people to form a correct judgment
es %0 the best course to be taken. The Gov-
*Mment are not likely to refuse to answer
wiJuestions on the paper, and I quite agree
th my hon. friend in thinking that the
Public are entitled to the fullest informa-
'ON as to what the commission is doing and
Propose to do.

la

:Y

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED T had an op-
gf”iunity of observing to some extent the
. "€ans adopted by the commission in question
o Conducting their examination in the mat-
'S referred to them particularly in the
Of(‘:;’;h-West Territories, and it was by reason
m at obser‘vation that I venture to express
!ny Self on this occasion in reference to the
Atter brought before this honourable House
Y Iny hon, friend from Sarnia. It appears
in':le that if my hon. friend had limited
w isﬁlf to takiny exception to the delay
in tfx had been. exercised py the commission
sub € Preparation of their report and the
mlsSllon of it to Parliament, he might
1
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have been justified, hut I think he is adopt-
ing an indefensible position in attacking the
rethod pursued by the commission, and an-
ticipating the report which in the near fu-
ture they may submit. My hon. friend
appears to overlook the fact that this, to a
very large extent, is a judicial body. As I
understand they are invested with all the
powers of a judicial body. It has been
given to them to make an investigation into
a most important subject, 2 subject which
affects every individual in this Dominion to
a greater or less extent, and judicial powers
are given to them in respect to the summon-
ing of witnesses and in respect to arriving
at a particular judgment as to the result of
that investigation. Now, my hon. friend
would not have been justified for a moment in
anticipating the result of what a judicial body
might find in respect to a particular investiga-
tion ; why, therefore, would he be more jus-
tified in anticipating the result of this com-
mission on this subject, one which is of quite
as much importance as any that can come
under the deliberation of a judicial body ? I
observed, as stated before, the method of
procedure adopted by this commission when
sitting in the North-west Territories, and if
my hon. friend had acquainted himself, as he
possibly may have acquainted himself, with
the methods adopted by that commission in
pursuing the investigation, I am satisfied he
would not take the exception which he has
taken to the methods adopted. That com-
mission, on the occasion to which I have re-
ferred, issued subpenas summoning before
them the various judicial and federal officers
within the territory, and also the various
officers of the North-west Government,
that these officials might give their views in
respect to the matters before the commission
as well as of the feasibility of carrying into
operation a prohibitory liquor law. My hon.
friend is fully aware of the fact I presume,
that for some years we had in the North-
west Territories the closest approach to a
prohibitory liquor law that has yet been ex-
perienced in any part of Canada, and it there-
fore became a matter of very great value to
the people of the entire Dominion that these
opinions—the opinions of all classes of the
community within the territory should be
obtained as to the feasibility of the proposed:
prohibitory tiquor law, which the commission
is now considering. How was it possible,
therefore, to obtain a proper consensus of
opinion within the territory as to the matters
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referred to in the commission? My hon.
friend would not expect that the .commission
should: contine itself to examining before it-
self those who are entirely in favour of a pro-
hibitory liquor law. My hon. friend surely
would not propose so narrow and limited a
sphere as that—he would not limit the evi-
dence to the particular class which would
unhesitatingly say that a prohibitory liquor
law should be adopted and that it could be
successfully enforced. Now, the Dominion
Alliance, of which my hon. friend is so
worthy a representative, was represented at
that commission by one of the ablest repre-
sentatives of the Alliance—1I allude to Mr.
Spence. I venture to say that there is no
_one in the Dominion of Canada who is more
enthusiastic or energetic or better qualified
to discharge the duties pertaining to that
position. On the other hand those who
opposed the adoption of a prohibitory liquor
law were represented by a gentleman well
known here—1I refer to Mr. Kribbs. Facili-
ties were given to these gentlemen to ex-
amine before the commission the various
parties in the territories who might be
deemed to have 'some knowledge in respect
to the matters in question. This was done ;
the commission examined before them the
judges and ofticers that I have before
mentioned, and the other two gentle-
men examined the various witnesses called
before them by those respective parties.
Therefore a method was adopted to
obtain every shade of opinion touching
the advisability of passing a prohibitory
liquor law and the probability of its
being enforced. As I have already stated,
for. some ten or twelve years we had a

very close approach to a prohibitory liquor|.

law in the Territories. It was absolutely
prohibitory so far as the sale was concerned,
and absolutely prohibitory so far as the im-
portation of liquor into the Territories was
concerned, with this exception—-power was
given to the Lieutenant-Governor to issue per-
mits to those who might desire to bring in
liquor for domestic or medical uses. It must
necessarily be of very great value to the find-
ing of that commission, that evidence with
respect to the operation of that law in the
Territories should be discussed in every pos-
sible phase and that every class of opinion
should be ascertained to enable them to
come to a proper decision as to whether that
law was a success and whether it could be
properly carried out in the shape of a gen-

eral prohibitory liquor law. I am, therefore,
of the opinion, that under these circumstances
the commission is not at all blameworthy
in adopting the procedure which has been
adopted, particularly as the cemposition of
it appears to have been appreved of by the
hon. gentleman from Sarnia, and so far as I
am aware by both branches of Parliament.
It would be more beneficial to the cause of
temperance if the commission should be sup-
ported in the pracedure it has adopted for
the proper investigation of the subject, so that
when the report is submitted to Parliament
we shall have before us every phase of opi-
nion throughout the whole country and we

.shall thus be placed in a better position to

arrive at a proper conclusion on the subject,
than if a more limited plan hadbeen adopted
in carrying out the investigation. ‘
- Hon. Mr. VIDAL-—Does the hon. gen-
tleman know the numberof witnesses exami-
ned in the North-west investigation?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—1In the town of
Calgary, the largest town in the Territory,
the commission sat a day, probably six-or
seven hours, and it is quite possible that as
many as twenty witnesses were examined in
Calgary. That probably would be the length
of time which they sat in eéach of the other
centres of settlement in the Territories.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-—Do you think that
the statements of the witnesses who gave
their testimony might be taken as an indi-
cation of the opinion of the whole of the
Territories ?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The various
witnesses called in the town of Calgary an
other centres of settlement in the Territories
were fairly representative witnesses of
the shades of opinion which prevail in the
Territories. : .

Hon. Mr. SANFORD—I am thoroughly
in accord with the last speaker in thinking
that the report of the commission will be in-
valuable to the temperance organizations.

think that it will show that prohibition in
the present state of public opinion will be
an impossibility. It has proved an imposs
bility in every section where it has been
adopted. It will educate our temperance
friends to fight the battle on another line
When in Notway, three years ago, I was very
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Much interested in the policy adopted in
t at country to free the people from a habit
Which was simply. destroying them. In Nor-
Way drunkenness was the prevailing vice. It
Was degrading the people in all directions
until it reached a point where legislation was
“®emed absolutely necessary and something
ike local option was introduced thirteen or
fourteen years ago. 1f1 had anticipated this
discussion to-day, T should have plaged before

e House the Government returns-for the
“N years during which the system had been
I operation in Norway. :

. Hon. Mr. VIDAL—We are not discuss-
Ing prohibition, we are only getting informa-
1on about the commission.

Hon, Mr. SANFORD—-I think I am
Quite as near the line of what we are discuss-
Ing as the other members who have spoken.

Was exceedingly interested in the remarks
%F'my hon. friend from Sarnia. I know he
Always keeps within five or six miles of the
Question before the House. Wherever prohi-
2ltionhagbeen adopted up to the present time
1t has proved a failure. You must educate the
People through some such policy as that which
Va3 adopted in Norway for that purpose and
whl_ch proved most satisfactory. The local;
OBtion applied to cities, towns or counties as'
Might be selected. Take for instance a city

1Xe Ottawa : a party of gentlemen, the re-
p"es'entative philanthropists of the city, or-
88nized a joint stock company. They went
to'the city council and took every license at
alle regular rate, engaging to carry out liter-
-\ the law with regard to the hours of clos-
-"l:g; They engaged further, and found it in
& e Interest to do so, to give better quali-
. 8 of liquor. They did not allow in any in-

Ance a boy under eighteen years of age to
wa"'e a glass of liquor. No child, boy or gir],
d 3 permitted to enter a saloon and the
I — places were closed promptly at the
mo.““ Damed in the law. Whatever the result

'8ht be financially was divided in this way :
;}:6 Per cent to the investors for interest on
eir investment, 5 per cent as a reserve
th Meet their expenditure for the outfit of
a © saloon, and the balance was divided
-mong such local charities as were sustained
T)l; the local philanthropic people of that city.
em; result, as I carry it in my mind, at the
of ] of ten years was that the consumption
ik 'quor was reduced one-half, and something

€ £1214£,000 was given to support

the local charities throughout Norway.
The habit of drinking, which had been the
prevailing habit of the people, was then a
matter of indifference, because if a man felt
a desire to get a glags of liquor, he drank it,
paid for it, and immediately left the place.
There was no spot for him to lounge about,
no electric lights, no easy chair, he simply
took his liquor and went away. That
general habit of treating soomy fell into
disuse, and why? In the hotels, on the
railways, and on the different steam-ships,
wherever you travelled, you always had
liquor at your disposal—you had only to go
to the table and help yourself. People
became indifferent to it, and the privilege
was availed of by only a limited number.
The system has proved most satisfactory to
Norway. It was also satisfactory in Sweden
up to the time that the Swedish Govern-
ment decided to use the revenue not for
charitable purposes, but for the general
purposes of the Government. Naturally,
the resplt was most unfortunate' If our
temperance people wijl take up the question
of local option, such as I have described as
existing in Norway, and will introduce it
in this- country, most satisfactory results
will follow. A reference has been made
to vested rights. * That question was con-
sidered also, and it was decided that the
liquor dealers had no vested rights. They
got their licenses from year to year, and at
the expiration of the current license they
had no further claim on the community.
The organization to which I have referred,
said : *“We will buy-out your outfits so.that
you will sustain no loss.” I should be very
glad to place before my hon. friend from
Sarnia the figures upon this matter. I have
them at my disposal, and I think it would
be a convincing argument that we would be
pursuing a mistaken policy in seeking to
enforce prohibition in any part of the
Dominion.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—There can be no
possible objection to bringing down. the
papers asked for in this motion. I see
nothing in the resolutions calling for an ex-
pression .of opinion from the Government
either upon the question of prohibition or
the manner in which the commissioners have
transacted their business or made their
investigations. I notice, however, that the

‘hoh. member’ from Halifax is exercised

on that point, and that he is somewhat
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surprised that an opinion has not been given
by the Government upon this very important
question. I notice also that during his
remarks he very dexterously avoided giving
an opinion of his own. xLeading, as he does,
one of the great sections or parties in this
country, one would have supposed that he
had an opinion upon this subject and that
while asking for the opinions of others he
would hafe volunteered his own for the
purpose of convincing them that they should
adopt his view. The only opinion that he
gave, and which was endorsed by his leader,
was that the Government deserve censure
for the course they have pursued with refer-
ence Yo this question. That of course was
not at all objectionable: we could have
expected no other utterance from the hon.
gentleman even when dealing with a question
of such- momentous character as that of
prohibition. However, there is one point
.on which' I venture to differ from the
opinions - expressed by the hon. gentleman
from Sarnia, and which was treated very
fairly and logically by the hon. member
from York-—that is, as to the value of any
report that may be made by this commis-
sion. The hon. member from Sarnia says.it
was useless to ask those who dealt in

intoxicating liquors and made their living

out of the traflic, what their opinion might
be as to the propriety of enacting a prohibi-
tory liquor law or the possibility of its
enforcement. I think it would be equally
absurd, if that is so, to ask the opinionof my
hon. friend who has made the motion before
the House. Weall know what his opinion is on
this question, and consequently it would be a

wates of time to seek through the coynmission

his opinion on the subject. But there is a
different classin thiscountry—ardent temper-
ance people, men who would, if the facts jus-
titied it, lend their aid and give their votes
for prohibition-—who would support such a
measure if they felt it was at all practicable
to carry it out. It is this class of people in
the country that will have to be reached and
convinced of the propriety or impropriety of
enacting in this country a prohibitory liquor
Jaw. The hon. leader of the Opposition was
singularly unfortunate in taking Prince Ed-
ward Island as an illustration of what could
be done in the way of enforcing the prohibi-
tion principle. If there is any part of the
Dominion where such a law could be en-
forced it is that particular province. In
every part of the province the Canada Tem-

perance Act, generally known as the Scott
Act, was adopted, yet any one who has vis-
ited the Island must have been struck with
the fact that liquor could be procured any-
where in the province in any quantity that
one might desire. I do not intend to discuss
the principle of prohibition, but I could' not
help referring to. that fact—that the hon.
gentleman was singularly unfortunate in his
reference to Prince Edward Island. The
hon. member front Calgary has given some
practical hints from his experience in a
country where a prohibitory liquor law was
enforced for some years. However, I shall
not dwell upon the question. The hon. mem-
ber from Sarnia complained a little of the
composition of the commission. T know from
my personal knowledge at the time the
commissioners were selected that the Gov-
ernment endeavoured, whether successfully
or not, to select gentlemen of undoubted
probity of character, men in whomn the
country would have confidence, and if it
were their good fortune all to be Conserva-
tives, that was the best evidence they would
be honest in any opinion they gave. Sir
Joseph Hickson is well known to the people
of Canada. I do not say that he is a
teetotaler, or that he is in favour of the
principle of prohibition,. but from the
standing that he holds, his opinion would
be accepted by the people as an hon-
est opinion. Next we have ex-Mayor
Clarke, of Toronto. He was elected for four
terms (I think to the position of mayoy of
that city:, he is a gentleman who stands
high in the public estimation and whose
character is unimpeachable. I do not say
that he is a prohibitionist or teetotaler.
Then we have Judge Macdonald. T know
that he was a very ardent temperance man.
I have been personally acquainted with him
for a number of years. Whatever his opi-
nions may be now, since he has been con-
ducting this investigation, I know that he
has occupiel a very prominent position
among the temperance peopie of Canada and
his reputation for honesty is well known.
Then we have the Rev. Dr. McLeod, of New
Brunswick. He is not only an ardent tem-
perance man, but a teetotaler and a prohi-
bitionist of prohibitionists, and he stands
high in the estimation of the people. He is
a man-of education and ability and I believe
has the confidence of every one who knows
him. The fifth gentlemen is Mr. Gigault,
with whom I have had the honour of being
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associated in Parliament for a number of
Years,
that if there is a decided temperance man
In the province of Quebec he is that man.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-—An intemperate
tempera.nce man,

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—As my hon. friend
Says an extreme—an intemperate one. Tak-
Ing the whole of them, from their standing
In the community I think the temperance
People of this country should have confi-

ence in their impartiality and have no
£round for finding fault with the Govern-
Tent for the selection they have made.

.HOn. Mr. VIDAL—I have never heard a
Complaint,

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—The leader of the
PPosition says that the appointment of this
Commission was an absolute farce, and that
the result would be useless. Time must an-
SWer that question : I do not propose to dis-
Suss it just now, but I am quite satisfied
t’}}&t their report when laid on the Table will
81ve such information as will enable the peo-
Ple of Canada to arrive at a correct conclu-
Slon as to the propriety of adopting a prohi-
2tory liquor law, and the feasibility of carry-
lng 1t out in case it should be adopted by
arliament. 1T can only tell the hon. gen-
tlemen from Sarnia that at the very earliest
Moment, that we can- prepare this return it
shall be Jaid beforethe House. I do notknow
®xactly what he means by this portion of
the thirq paragraph ¢ Copies of any and all
Ocuments and statistics furnished to the
%a1d Royal Commission by any of the depart-
Ments of the Civil Service or any officer of
¢ Government.” Documents issued by a
®Partment of the Civil Service would ne-
:lﬁssarily be official. Probably the hon. gen-
®man means some of the officials of the
il Service. If he means that it will be ne-
‘I"f’s&}l’y to change the language of the clause.
b 1s desire is simply to obtain orders issued
- O¥ the Government by authority of the de-
{_’frtment they will be broiight down. There
) 3y be some, and'if there are they will be
#1d before the House.

A
The motion was agreed to.

I know fromm personal experience |

‘ THE SENATE. ;
Ottawa, Friday, February 24th, 1893.

. The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE MARINE HOSPITAL AT
VICTORIA.

INQUIRY.
Hon.Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.) iriquired:

Is it the intention of the Government to put the
Marine Hospital at Victoria in such a state of re-
pair as will afford nore comfort to the patients
and better accommodation for medical men at-
tending the hospital, and whether it is the inten-
tion to introduce a supply of good water without
delay ? Also, whether any change is contémplated
in the present mode of feeding the patients?

He said : I asking these questions I do not
propose to say mych. I believe the Govern-
ment know, as well as I do myself, that this
hospital isnot all that it ought to be. It re-
quires repairs to make it more convenient
for patients and medical men attending the
hospital. It requires a supply of pure water,
the lack of which has been badly felt.
There is now a supply of good water with-
in a mile of the hospital—a supply of
the best: water to be had anywhere. I hope
the Minister will tell me that the Govern-
ment are going to do all these things sug-
gested in the inquiry. With reference to
the mode of feeding the patients, the pre-
sent system is to farm them out, ‘which is
not the best plan T think.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—In reply to the
question put by the hon. member for Victoria,
I have to inform him that it is the intention
of the Government to put the Marine Hos-
pital at Victoria in firsttlass condition; so
as to afford every comfort to the patients,
and proper accommodation for the medical
officers attending the hospital. It is also the
intention of the Government to introduce a
plentiful supply of good water without delay,
from the Esquimalt Water Works. No'
change is contemplated in the present mode
of feeding the patients. I may further add
that the repairs which have been going on
for some time, have been conducted under

The Senate adjourned at 5.12 p.m.

the superintendence of Mr. Gamble, the
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engineer of the Public Works Department at
Victoria, who has reported that the repairs
are nearly completed, and that new clesets,
baths, lavatories, new floors, painting, drains,
etc., have all been supplied. The only thing.
remaining to be done is to lay a pipe from
the Esquimalt Water Works Company’s pipe,
on the main road between Esquimalt and
Victoria, to the Hospital, through the
Indian lands, and Mr. Gamble has been
in negotiation for some time past to obtain
the necessary authority from the officers of
the Indian Department to lay the pipe
through these lands, which authority has
now been obtained. When completed, the
hospital will be all that could be desired.
It has been suggested, however, that the sick
mariners would be better taken care of in
the city hospital, comnmonly known as the
“Jubilee Hospital,” where it is understood
they would have the benefit of a resident
doctor and nurses, and all the appliances and
advantages of a modern hospital. Negoti-
ations are now being carried on with the
managers of that hospitalefor this purpose,
and if suitable arrangements can be made,
it is probable the sick mariners will be moved
to that hospital, so as to be put in the best
and most comfortable position. With refer-
ence to the present system of feeding the
sick mariners, the keeper of the Marine
Hospital receives a free house, a salary of
$500 per year, and $5 a week for the patients,
which is considered a liberal allowance, and
more than is paid to the keepers of other
marine hospitals in the Dominion. The
doctor has reported that the food supplied
by the keeper is excellent, and the patients
who have recently been in the hospital hayve
expressed in writing, that their treatment in
the hospital hasbeen all that could be desired,
" and that they have been looked after and
taken care of in the best manner, and the
food was plentiful and of the hest descrip-
tion.
a certain allowance per week, has been
adopted at the other marine hospitals in the
Dominion, and has been found to work re-
markably well. The duty of the doctor who
attends such hospital is to see that the
patients are properly taken care of, and fed
in the most approved manner. If the sick
mariners are moved to the Jubilee Hospital
they, of course, will receive similar treatment
to the other patients taken care of in that
hospital, and will receive the advantages and
appliances of a modern hospital. -

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—The
reply is very satisfactory—it is better than
we could have expected. ‘

The Senate adjourned at 3.36 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, February 27th, 1893.

The SPEAKER took the Chajr at three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE CHOLERA OUTBREAK.
INQUIRY. )
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON rose to .

Call the attention of the Government to the re-
ports of a renewed outbreak of cholera iu Europe,
and to the fears entertained that there will be an
epidemic of cholera, both in Europe and America,
during the coming summer, and inquire of the
Government what steps they have taken and intend
to take to prevent the introduction of cholera into
Canada, and to deal with it if so introduced ?

He said : My object in making this inquiry
is not only to ascertain what the Govern-
ment have done, but what they are doing
and what they intend to do to defend this
country from an invasion of cholera during
the ensuing summer. Not only that, but to
elicit from the members of this House, &
discussion from which the Government per-
haps may be able to obtain some informa-
tion, or at allevents receive somesuggestions
that may guide them in what they propose
to do. It has been said that a discussion of
this kind in this House might excite public
alarm. Now, I amnot of that opinion. On

' the contrary, I believe it willbereassuring to
 the public, I believe it will fill the public

This manner of boarding patients, at {mind with confidence and with hope, to

!learn that the Government is fully alive to
|its duty in this-regard at this particular
[time. Not only that, but the municipal
authorities in some places are consider-
ing the question. We find the pub-
lic board of health in Toronto is dis-
cussing this subject ; therefore, T think it is
my duty to bring this matter before the
Government in_ this House, in order that
they might be encouraged in going on with
the good work, as I said before, of defending

this country against an invasion that,
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Zl"n undertake to say, is not less to be
readed than invasion by a foreign army.
oW, hon. gentlemen, that an outbreak and

& Widespread outbreak of cholera will take

Eh‘?'ce In Europe during the ensuing year, 1

“hnk is beyond peradventure, You will

See that the medical officer, Dr. Kinster, ap-

Polnted by the United States Government
Investigate and examine the condition of

ﬁ“mpe’s cities and towns, reports that he

w“(.is nearly every town and city in Europe

. hich he has examined to be in a most un-
amt&l‘_y condition. You will find that the

darm in Europe to-day is so great that a

gonvention has been called at Vienna, not

eny of the medical professior of every

Ountry in Europe, including England, but

Ol all the sanitary officials and experts on

w}?‘ continent, to provide some means by

; lich the enemy may be met ; therefore,

inmk we are justified in this House in tell-

tig the Government that at this particular
ofme they must do their duty to the people
¥ this country. Now we all, perhaps,

.“0“" that cholera is a filthy disease ; it

or of animal ‘origin ; it is a bacterial
8anism, a living organism, which re-

duires pof only food for  its living,
il.t for its propagation and multi-

21:3&131011; that it inultiplies in a most

%‘ang degree and it finds most fruitful
1 among people who are prepared and

I};ea'dy for its cultivation, by bad sanitation,

hi badly ventilated houses, badly drained

.im\lses, bad food, and above all by bad and

&llpure water. It is the testimony of nearly
,whO. have any experience that cholera

}l"‘;:sou 1s disseminated chiefly through water.
hls 1s the experience of nearly all the cities

towns not only over the civilized world
over what we call the semi-civilized

i:orld : that impure water above .all things
th‘t'o avoided ; and I mightsay just here,
at the remedy for this, is that all water,

boilln Whatever source you get it, ought to be
us,e;d for at least five minutes before being
1L either for drinking or other purposes.
May dwell for a few moments, with the
"Mission of this House, upon the question
ates | Where cholera comes‘from. It origin-
anq Intwo places especially and particularly,
N the first is upon the sterile plains of
abia, flanking on the Red Sea on the
ity Where, as you know, stand the holy
of % or what are called the holy cities
from Coca and Medina. It also comes
™ Hindostan. There, it is said to

originate spontaneously. It originates in
these places simply because of the filthy
habits of the people, because of the num-
bers who congregate there year after year
to worship at the shrines of the deities and
idols of the Hindoos. It originates in Ara-
bia because the people assemble there almost
annually at the greatest festivals they
make to the tomb of Mahomet. Sometimes
as many as 800,000 people assemble there at
a time, many of them travelling four, five
and six hundred miles, and in Hindostan,
they travel from 1,000 to 1,500 miles and
assemble in hundreds of thousands and they
die there like flocks of sheep. At the tomb
of Mahomet, they offer up thousands of sheep
as sacrifices, and the offal of those sheep is
spread out in the sun to rot and fill the air
with miasma. We find the people dying
there in thousands on the plains. They are
not even buried. The clothes are stripped
off them and a few inches of sand thrown
over them. The wind blows the sand off and
thebodiesare exposed toputrify underatorrid
heat. The clothesare taken home, and dis-
tributed as memorials to their relations. Thus
cholera has originated in every instance at
these two places  Take the shrines of Jug-
gernaut and Adam’s Peak ; hundreds of
thousands of pilgrims congregate annually
and live in the most indescribable filth and
die by the thousands. As soon as the
cholera breaks out they flee for home and
the roadside and desert are covered with the

 bodies of those who die on the way—bodies

that are left to putrify in the sun and poison
the air. You can understand that would be a
placenotonly to cultivatethe cholera germ or
microbe, or whatever you wish to call it, but
it lives there and has food on which to live.
It remains there and only breaks out in an
epidemic form at these great festivals and
fairs and occasionally it makes a trip across
Europe, reaches England and finally comes
to America. No combination of natural
causes can produce cholera. For instance
dry and cold cannot produce cholera, nor
can it be produced by dampness or moisture
nor can any accidental causes such as famine
or war, the misery of the poor or the
luxury of the rich produce cholera. Cholera
like all other contagious diseases, such’ as
small-pox and scarlet fever, is specific. It is a
peculiar poison and has to be transported in
order to reproduce itself in other places, and
this is one of the reasons why I move in this
matter. There is no difference of opinion
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among people who are familiar with it as
to its cause. Some people pretend to
say that quarantine is no use. Now T
propose to deal with this very briefly to show
that quarantine is of use. Cholera is an im-
ported article, and as the leader of the Gov-
ernment can tell you, like every other
imported article it can be stopped at the
frontier. Conditions such as filth, damp, and
bad water may disseminate cholera poison.
It is carried by man to man. It travels as
fast as man travels and no faster. It travels
in the highway of commerce and in no other
places. In 1829 it started out in Hindostan.
1t found its way to Russia and from there
travelled up the valley of the Volga to Mos-
cow and from there it spread through Europe.
It reached Hamburg in 1831, and England
in January, 1832. Let me call the attention
of the Minister of Agriculture, who I be-
lieve has charge of the <department which
deals with this subject, to the fact that
cholera travels in winter and in summer—
it travels as much in January, February and
March as in June, July and August. There-
fore, whatever the Minister of Agriculture
proposes to do should be done forthwith in
order that cholera may not reach this: coun-
try and produce its direful effects. It reached
England in January, 1832, producing great
mortality and reached Paris in March
and killed no less than 120,000 people
in France. The first cholera case in this
country was at the city of Quebec, on the
8th June, 1832, and was brought there by
‘an  immigrant ship. These immigrants
were pushed through to Montreal, Toronto,
Kingston, Hamilton and Niagara. We find
it skipped over the healthy interval between
Quebec and Montreal. Three Rivers barri-
caded itself and would not let the immigrants
land there. - It passed up to Montreal and
made its abiding place there for a short
time. On the way to Montreal a mattrass
was thrown over the side of the vessel and
was picked up by a man who took it home,
and he and his wife died of cholera. An-
other instance was where a fisherman, who
was fishing on the bank of the river, was
asked to bury a dead body. He did so, and
he and his wife and nephew died from
cholera.  Quebec lost 4,000 people and
Montreal 4,000 in that, outbreak. We
have no record of what Toronto, Kingston
and Niagara lost. It may be objected that
quarantine and proper regulations are
expensive. Let me say that it has been

estimated by the highest authority that
every adult 1s worth $1,000 to the country
in which he lives. Now I think that is
a fair estimate. If you take those
8,000 people that were lost.in the cities of
Quebec and Montreal, without regard what-
ever to the number lost in other parts of the
country, you have a loss of $8,000,000 to
this country. 1In 1845 cholera started again
from Hindostan, travelled exactly the same
course over to Astrakhan and up the Volga
and reached Europe in the same way. It
reached England in October, 1848, in the
fall of the year, and produced terrific results
there. Two vessels started, one from Havre,
France, to New York, the other for New
Orleans, both carrying cholera. It was
spread through the whole of the continent
from New York and New Orleans. We all
have read of the result of the epidemic of
cholera in'1849. The fatality was dreadful.
I will mention two or three cases showing
the extent of the loss. Russia lost during
that outbreak no less than 600,000 people ;
England lost 70,000. The number in
America has not been calculated. In 1854
it came exactly the same way—-up the valley
of the Volga to Moscow, and spread again
and crossed the Atlantic to New York.
France lost during this outbreak 114,000 of,
her people. It arrivedin New York in May,
1854, and produced some terrible results,
especially in the city of Buffalo. In one
ward of that city which was not in a good
sanitary condition the loss was one in
every fifty-seven of the population. In
another ward it was one in sixty. In another
ward, where sanitation had been attended
to, the loss was only one in 274, Montreal
lost 1,300 people. TIn 1865 the plague came,
not from Hindostan, but from Mecca
to Alexandria, spread through Southern
Egypt, cities of Syria and along the coast
of the Mediterranean up to Marseilles and
from there through France into England,
and reached New York in 1865, This attack
was not nearly so serious on the continent
of America as were the other two. I have, just
given a brief outline of the attacks we have
had on this continent of cholera, the source
from which it comes and the place to which
it came on this continent. The present
epidemic does not differ from the others only
in this respect, of its greater fatality, if poss!-
ble, and of the greater convenience and im-
proved rapid transit for reaching us. There
is more known about cholera, it is true, more
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fnown about its causation and about its
ol‘eatment,. but however that may be,
tll:r duty is to meet the enemy upon the
reshold and give it a cold shoulder and
10t allow it to enter the country at all. The!
uty of the Government at, this particular
me is imperative. It may be said that
.€re are differences of opinion as to the
1‘11'18dlc'tion in this Dominion—whether it
ests with the Dominion Government, the
. al Government, or the municipal authori-
Oe‘s.. I do not think that any difference of
ni)"“On ought to stand in the way one mo-
coem of this Government doing its full and
inm_Plete duty in.every respect, whether it
or ”ngfis.on the rights of Local Governments
N Municipalities. We willhave theconscious-
riesa of having done our duty. I would bar-
. ¢ every avenue of commerce in this
Ou‘;ntr'y. Tt is not necessary, as I will point
del, before I get through, to create great
8y on the frontier, but "it is necessary to
sto that the people who are diseased are
thal;Ped and taken care of and cleansed, and
are all their clothes are cleansed before they
e allowed to proceed. This does not take
o‘ny days if you have proper methods of
al:vng 1t.  The great delay in quarantine has
88, ays arisen from lack of efficiency and
Ditary police, for want of proper means of
l)unf.‘/'lng the clothes of the people who have
Olera and for want of isolation hospitals.
it Ou muygt, separate the sick fromthediseased;
You have the proper appliances, commerce
ed not be much delayed by a good system
tinq“araqtine. I will say that these quaran-
€ Stations ought to be supplied with the
Dnost approved appliances known to science ;
them there at any cost. Suppose the
&poll?l'& does not come, there is no loss. These
Phances will scrve to protect the cpuntry
8ainst, invagionsof other epidemics, suchaswe
ma "ﬁ Vaqcouver and Victoria last year. It
in-ys e objected that quarantine regulations
cho) Outhern Europe have not prevented
but €ra ag was anticipated. 1 gra}nt, that,
not My reading has taught me this, it was
o eﬂimen}aly carried out. There was nota
Onpe}‘ sanitary police, and unless it is well

o : 1t had better not be done at all, and in

p s8¢ that I know of has quarantine been
It s?l’ily &nd' efliciently put into execution.
Pl‘ovl be said that England does not ap-
lan deh()f quarantine. Now let me say Eng-
thy s quarantined every town and village
Oughout Great Britain and Ireland, by

Sap; .
tary precautionary measures. England
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has spent in the last fifteen years no less
than £30,000,000 a year in purifying her
cities and towns—$450,000,000 in fifteen
years to purify her cities so that cholera
cannot enter.  Cholera will not go to any
country unless invited. It is a most respect-
able disease; unless you invite it by tilth
and uncleanliness it will stay away. In
point as an instance of this is the dity of
Worcester. In 1865 the cities and towns
in England were almost devasted, but in
Worcester not one door was entered by the
pestilence. Why ? She had cleaned every
part of the city and she had not
a solitary case of cholera in her whole borders.
England is no guideto us.  Neither in the
United States nor in Canada have those pre-
parations for meeting the epidemic been
made : therefore we have to depend largely
on quarantine. There is no time now for the
people of this country to make those sanitary
improvements which are needed in order to
ward off an epidemic of this kind. Therefore,
as I said before, we have. to depend on qua-
rantine very largely to prevent the importa-'
tion of this disease into the country. Qua-
rantine every principal avenue of commerce :
if there are small avenues, I would rather.
close thern up for the season and make all
commerce pass through the leadingchannels,
thusmaking the quarantine effective. If we
had no regard for human life at all, from a
commercial stand-point it will pay this coun-
try,asT haveshown, in the saving of life ; but
when human life is the sacrifice every pecu-
niary consideration must be dropped. We
must save the lives of our people at whatever
cost, and we have no right to stop to consi-
der whether we can afford this expenditure;
it is the duty of this Government to protect
the public health at any cost. It has been
estimated by an American authority, one of
the best in. the United States, that the pe-
cuniary loss in New York City of an out-
break such as took place in 1849 would
amount to more than $200,000,000, in com-
merce alone to that city without calculat-
ing the loss of life. I grant that this is
a heartless standard on which to base an
argument, but it is an argument and T felt
it my duty to bring it to the notice of the
House however heartless it may appear. 1
do not myself calculate the value of human
life from a money stand-point, and I am con-

.fident that the Government do unot either.

Cholera is more or less a nervous disease.
Fear will produce all the premonitory symp-
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toms—how necessary it is therefore for us
to allay public alarm by having proper pre-
paration made to cope with the disease when
it strikes the country. We all know the
effect of fear upon the lower animals, that it
acts upon the alimentary canals. We know
the effect of it upon the human body—that
it affects the alimentary canals the same
way. Fear of cholera will sometimes bring
on diarrhea and all the preliminary symp-
toms of cholera. All the premonitory symp-
toms, lassitude and so on, are produced by
fear, so that fear, while it does not originate
the poison, will conduce largely to the spread
of cholera. The enervating influence of fear,
by lowering vital action, as every medical
gentleman knows, makes the system a ready
receptacle for any poison, whether scarlatina
or.cholera, but more especially cholera. We
find in every great calamity, whatever it may
be, that panic is the thing to be dreaded,
If the public become seized with panic,
whether on board ship or on board trains,
it conduces to very serious results. If quar-
antine only afforded a contingent power of
protection, we ought to have quarantine,
and we ought to have it thorough and
-efficient ;.and unless it is efficiently carried
out, with the proper sanitary police on
the frontier, it had better not be carried
out at all, because it would lull the public
into a false security. I also believeittobethe
duty of the Government to publish a pamph-
let and put it into every household in this
Dominion, calling the attention of every
householder to what he should do in his
house in order to be secured against the
epidemic, and also what ought to be done
in the early and premonitory stages of the
disease, because I hold that in the premoni-
tory stages cholera is the most tractable and
easily managed disease known to the profes-
sion. It is.only when it is advanced to the
second and third stages. that it becomes
unmandgeable. Therefore, how important it
is to have the public armed with means of
defence, with all the sanitary arrangements
necessary ‘about the house, and the know-
ledge of what to do in ecase one mem-

ber of the family is attacked; because,.

while the house may be in a good sanitary
condition, this member may go abroad and
bring it home ; and it is important for the
people to know what to do, for it is so rapid

in its course that there is not time very’

often to send for a physician. I will give'to
the Hougde a few of these necessary things :

local and house drainage ; stench traps and
privies, and every source of domiciliary im-
purity should be cleansed ; ventilation, dry-

\ness, constant cleansing of every place and

department should be attended to ; no putri-
fying garbage should be left either in the

cellars, yards, buckets, or anything of that

kind ; every cistern must be emptied, every

wet place made dry ; water should be

boiled five minutes. The kinds of disinfect-

ants to use and how to use them ; avoid

eating over-ripe fruit and unmatured vege-

tables ; and above all teach people this, that

rest is one of the most important things to

ward off cholera. A man, or’a woman, or
a boy, or a girl who gets a good night’s rest,

is not apt to be attacked by any disease the

following day ; and the old adage “early to
bed and early to rise,” is as true to-day as

when it was first uttered, and it should be
impressed upon the people that the highest

possible standard of vital force should be kept
up. Allexcessof eatingand drinkingshould be
avoided. Wear flannel next the skin to pre-
vent the sudden change of atmosphere, and
wear flannel round the abdomen for the

same purpose. If these things are done-
and observed, there is not much danger of
any one being attacked by cholera. I will
read what Dr. Sayer says about cholera—I

suppose he is one of the greatest authorities
on the subject—I was with him a short
time during the epidemic in 1865-66 in
New York City: If the people understood
the simple fact that cholera is always pre-
ceded by certain premonitory symptoms, such

as lassitude, debility and soon, and that in
this stage of the disease it is almost always
curable if the proper precautionary measures

are taken, it would tend to allay public terror

and largely reduce Mortality. Now let me
read you a little confirmation of this from

what took place in England. This is a re-

port made by the general board of health in

England in 1865, and T will read a little of
it to prove what Dr. Sayer says about this

disease. Speaking of house to house visita-

tion of proper medical officers in every town
and city, he says : '

In Great Britain such a system of house visit-
ation by medical experts was wmade the means 0
incalculable benefits to the people daring the
epidemic cholera in 1849 and 1854, Not only were
the localizing causes of cholera discovered, but
cases of cholera and the habitations it most fre-
quented were continually discovered, where ne
other medical or efficient care had been given; &
vast number of cases of cholera in its premonitory
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and eﬂl‘ly sta . s )
ges were discovered from ddy to day
and at opce provided with care.

lThe‘ object of my pamphlet will be to sup-
Sy the householder with information to do
Xactly what was done here.

d“'{he attention of every family was called to the
tixry Of using proper-hygienic care and employing
ely Mmedical aid. The prevalence of the epi-
I¢ in any home or locality became speedily
ny ted and altogether ceased when such domestic
gﬁcmqn and skilful medical counsel were given.
fon 16 city of (flasgow, the sanitary inspectors
em and prescribed for 15,000 cases of cholera in
the €arly stages (1,000 of which had passed on to
cherrlce-water discharges) and of the total number
Dupyy, Vere only 13 cases that went on to collapse.
e hlt.hg the months of August and September, 1849,
fo% medical officers and their parochial assistants
pernd 45,564 cases of cholera in various stages in
nlmPs needing their counsel, and of this number
Y 52 pasged into cholera aiter treatment.
w“ the Metropolis and fourteen other cities and
Visizl: 0 which there was faithful house to house
casens _tlons,. there were found 130,000 premonitory
er in various stages of development. About 6,00_0
euof Pagsing into developed cholera. Of this
Boa, Mous nuinber—says the report of the General
of Health—not above 280 actually went on
repo € developed stage of the disease; and the
Pro 'ts show that even the larger part of this small
thePPI'tlon oceurred within the first few days of
bef, troduction of the preventive measures, and
I Ore they came into full operation.

thzould- give you much evidence to show that
pm‘;e 18 no disease known to the medical
cur ?)Sslon more easily managed and more
8o : le' than cholera ; but if it ever reaches
o Ttain stage it is almost certain death.
* Side Wvlll. repeat, at the risk of bfaing con-
dut,red tiresome, that the most important
in { of the Government to-day is to place

o l_le' hands of every household in the
.- “Ninjon this information, that I am read-

limj

?ﬁg hel‘e.bo you to-day. It will stop panic;
a ® Public will have confidence and hope.

Nd the disease will not spread so rapidly
%t would if this was not done. N ow, hon.
%entl
ould quote from such men as Spencer
suen& Wwho has written recently upon the
Ject.  He does not give the treatment
rescholera, but deals with it in many other
4 g“icﬁ& I will not tire you any longer,
no e Wwould urge the Government to spare
epi dee;nses now. The probability of the
a emic reaching Canada is greater to-day
Chin 1t was in any previous year. With the
Vess%;go exhibition, the large number of
. a.: § crossing the Atlantic, unless careful
with“"QS are taken, will fill this country
that dreadful disease during this com-

¢men, I will not détain you any longer..

ing season ; and the loss to commerce alone
will be infinitely greater than any expense
the Government might make. The stag-
nation of businessin one week would cost us
more than ten times the amount it would
take to barricade the country against this
disease ; so that viewingit from no other
stand-point, I would say to the Government
that their duty is clear at this particular
time, irrespective of any jealousies on the
part of any municipalities, on the part of
local governments, wherever they' are al-
lowed to do something to save human life
in this country, let them do it; and
I say .it is imperative upon them to do
it at this time. The country will endorse
any expense rather than have the epidemic
in this country again; and I am satisfied
that every hon. gentleman in this House,
whether he be with the Government
in the House of Commons or out of the
House of Commons, in this House or out of
this House, and every voter in this country;
will say to the Government, * Your duty is
to prevent the invasion of this country by
cholera during the coming season ;” so that
I think the Government, need not hesitate ;
—the Government need not be afraid to do
their full and complete duty, and if cholera
doesnot come, so muclrthe better; we havethe
means there of protecting and defending his
country from an invasion by other epidemics,
if they should come. Now this is more im-
portant because we are in connection with
Japan and China almost directly ; and they
are great fever and filth centres, and from
these we may expect to receive nearly every
kind and description of epidemic disease into
this country ; and it is more imperative and
important now than ever before—and I
would ask the Government, on my own be-
half and on behalf T believe of the people of
this country, not only to understand their
complete and full duty now, but to hence-
forth carry it into execution.

Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN-—No more impor-
tant question, I assume, can engage the at-
tention of this House than the matter which
has been submitted to us by the hon. gentle-
man, and which has been so ably expounded
by him. The possible adventf of that dread-
ful scourge, which is recognized generally as
the most severe and fatal of all diseases,
within a short time is suflicient to fill the
whole of the people of this country with

very grave apprehension. T will not attempt
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to go over the history which the hon. gentle-
man has so ably given you, and the informa-
tion which I have no doubt will benefit you,
concerning the disease, even to the extent of
advising you to be careful when you are
drinking water to put some antidote in it.
Existing for centuries in India, this disease,
strange to say, did not start on its devasta-
ting journey until a comparatively recent
date. Tt has made six visitations to this
country, and I am not aware that the
disease has been mitigated to any extent. It
is as virulent to-day as it was when it first
made its appearance. The hon. gentleman
has explained that it has been fully investi-
gated by bacteriologists and that it origi-
nates from bacteria. It is unfortunate that
that investigation has not resulted in the
discovery of any means whereby we
could check the disease. The necessity of
guarding the public health is recognized by
all civilized nations, but it is not always
done. T know that in the United States
this matter was not taken up, in the case of
yellow fever, until 50,000 lives had been
sacrificed and $100,000,000 worth of pro-
perty lost ; then a national board of health
was formed in 1878 and 1879, and it had
theeffect of checkingthe yellow fever. It has
not appeared there since. That board has
been superseded by the course which the
Americans intend to take with reference to
cholera, of vesting all the power in the Seéc-
retary of the Treasury. A Bill for that
purpose was introduced into the United
States Senate and subsequently passed by
the House. The public health, as you are
aware, may be guarded by municipalities ;
it may be guarded by the provinces, and
finally it may be guarded by the central
authority. When these three bodies unite,
then, indeed, it will be well guarded, and T
'see no reason why Canadians cannot be
united on this occasion and thus provide
superior means for checking the introduction
of cholerainto this country. The cold season
has caused a lull in the disease, but not
always does cold check cholera. The expe-
rience of the past goes to show that a tem-
porary cessation of the epidemic does not
give reason to hope that it will not make
its appearance as usual again. Pursuing its
ordinary course, we may expect to have it
return in the course of travel. It is well
known that the principal propagators of the
diseasearethegreatunwashed. Although Can-

ada has not inthe past doneagreatdeal forthe

— e
PP —

public health, I presume it was because of
the healthiness of the inhabitants and that
the necessity did not exist here to a large
extent ; still it is time now that Canada
assumed a right position to gave this matter
of public health more attention ; and I take
this opportunity of saying, not only on
account of cholera but on account of any
other epidemic, that a board could readily
be established here at slight expense, which
would be the means of dissemninating a vast
amount of useful information, a board which
might have powers accorded to it that would
enable it to be of great benefit to the coun-
try. Some time in the near future such a
board ought to be established. I am not
aware really what the Government propose
to do or what they have done, but it is their
duty, in order to relieve public apprehension
and dispel any fears which people may have,
to at once declare what is their intention
and thus reassure the people. I think in
that respect they can be greatly assisted by
the neighbouring country and Great Britain-
The - United States have taken the greatest
concern in this matter, and extraordinary
powers have been vested in the Secretary of
the Treasury, or the President. He has
power to declare even non-intercourse and
to order the disinfection of ships, the sani-
tation of ships, the isolation of patients
and so on. The experience of New York
in the epidemic of 1892 shows that the
disease can be kept out, because you wil
remark no case of cholera occurred in
New York of asecondary character. All were
brought from abroad. By prompt interfer-
ence the disease was checked, because therfe
is a mode of detecting cholera by means 0
the bacteria, which are generated in enor-
mous numbers in the intestines during the
course of the disease. Even in the mildest
form of it the presence of the disease can be
detected, and then the greatest care should
be taken to isolate it. This was done by &
physician at the fort at New York in the case
of a child attacked with cholera which no
one thought was more than diarrhea ; on X
amination by microscopists it was fourrd to be
a case of cholera. The child was at oncé
sent down to quarantine in the bay, and the
result was that no other case occurred 12
the city. The medical profession of New¥
York believe that they can guard the city
effectually against the disease; but they
are all in favour of what will strike you al
as the correct thing, a national quarantine, &
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QUarantine where, aided by the national
And state authorities, there will be no con-
16t of opinions, no political squabbling, and
N0 attempts to use this as a means of
3ggrandizement for individuals. I think
YOu will see that they can take all the
Means which (God has given them to
Tesist the disease; therefore, I think
4t a national .quarantine here would
the best method. - The

Govern-'

Sent  of this country, great and power-
ul .48 they are, I think are not above,

ng advice. I believe that the whole
Medical profession of this Dominion would,
Without hesitation, recommend them to
&ve the assistance of scientific men, to con-
Sulg With them as to the best method of
.beepmg out cholera. In this way, 1 fancy,
the expenditure of a little money
00mp&l'&tively, this result could be secured,
a ©'people of this country would have their
PPrehensions laid at rest, and we would
t%el perfectly safe. It is said that dirt is
8 © quartermaster of cholera ; therefore, by
Tt cleanliness we can accomplish a good
®al, and T do not disapprove, if it could
l)Oofea,sible, of the distribution of a small
a with a few practical suggestions,
n‘HOng the people; but I hope that the
Scessity for such a course will never exist.
haeT® 1s no doubt, however, that cholera
\val? the same virulence now that it had
eo D it first made its appearance in this
-°‘"‘t.ry. 1t has not abated one jot; and it
o 8d that we are equally incapable of
-omb&tting it ; that we have found no
©ans to check or arrest it, once it has
my " Bold of the person. The hon. gentle-
03'“ has mentioned that the -province of
Dtario takes a deep interest in this mat-
a " and has a board of health established,
Mo, S YOy anxious to have as perfect
b::ns as possible to prevent the disease ;
beg all the quarantines which existed here
we Ore have been effete, useless establish-
onnts’ which should be swept away at
m:”? the patching of them up will do
h ' harin than good. The department
-st:t has charge of this matter will under-
a nd  that they must adopt the most
dg&"‘)"ed methods ; it will not cost a great
be - but cost what it may, it would
P Well to make a beginning now, and not
knrpetua.te the old effete system. I do not
meow any man who is adviser to the Govern-
an At in that respect, or whether they take
Y advice, but I would recommend on this

occasion that in the establishment of this
quarantine the expenge of it should not fall
on the locality where the outbreak occurs.
No one would think of making those people
pay for it ; but they will assist. The pro-
vincial and municipal authorities assisting,
there is no doubt we will have as efficient
means as any country in the world. The
Americans will also aid them, I am satisfied,
It is their interest to guard against the en-
trance of cholera into Canada, because it
would easily pass the frontier intothe United
States. They have sent men to Europe to

| watch the disease there, and these men have

the power of giving a certificate without
which a vessel cannot be admitted
to port. Now, we do not aim at anything
of that kind, nor would I recommend such
stringent measures as those ; I do not think
they are necessary, but in any case where -
the importation of cholera from abroad was
anticipated we could use the British and
American consul service and thus be able
to treat the matter as well as, they can. I
thank the House for listening to these few
remarks, and T am very glad the honourable
gentleman postponed the debate to give me
an opportunity of expressing my opinions.

Hon. Mr. POIRTER-—Now that we have
had the pleasure of listening to the remarks.
of two hon. gentlemen, members of the medi-
cal profession, I claim to be allowed to give
the opinion of a layman on the same subject.
You will all admit that the portien of the
Dominion which is more directly threatened
with the epidemic referred to in the motion,
is the Lower Provinces,—the cities and
ports on the Atlantic coast. I see by the
motion that. inquiry will be made of the Go-
vernment as to what steps have been taken
or what the Government intend to take to
prevent the introduction of cholera into Ca-
nada. The hon. gentlemen, the medical men,
who have spoken, have shown us the neces-
sity of preventing the introduction of cho-
lera; and one of them has been soothing
enough to show that cholera is not at all a
dangerous disease, so much so that out of
15,000 who caught the disease in England
at one time only 15 died. That is all very
encouraging, but I believe if we could pre-
vent the 15,000 people getting cholera it
would be the wisest method to commence
with. You are all aware that we in the
Lower Provinces are open the whole sea-
son of navigation to contagion from ships
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coming from the old country, but per-
haps you are not aware of this fact that
in the majority of our ports there are no
medical inspectors. I rise simply to call the
attention of the Government to this fact,
that we have in the most of our ports no me-
dical inspectors. Take the county of Digby
for example ; from Yarmouth to Digby is a
considerable distance, and there are five or
six ports between these two points, yet there
is not a medical inspector. I have had let-
ters from several correspondents asking me
to see the Government and endeavour to
have medical men appointed there. On the
Straits of Northumberland there is not one
medical inspector. I firmly believe that the
tirst step the Government should take is to
appoint medical men at all the ports where
vessels from Europe are likely to touch dur-
ing the coming season. All those ports are
open te navigation from abroad and
ships come to load from England, France,
Germany, Italy, Spain and even from the
northerly coast of Africa ; that I am person-
ally aware of. If we are threatened with
the introduction of cholera, it is. in my opi-
nion, not so much from the chartered
lines of steam-ships as from those vessels
which come to load with timber or make oc-
casional voyages to our ports from the coun-
tries of Europe. There is greater danger. of
introducing the disease from such ships than
from the regular liners, and I therefore urge
upon the Government the necessity of ap-
pointing inspectors at those ports to see that |
every ship which comes from Europe or from
Anmerican ports where the infection may be
reported to exist, are free from the epidemic,
and if necessary to enforce the quarantine
regulations. I am not sufficiently familiar
with the history of cholera to deal with the
question of how it should be treated or other-
wise prevented, but the point to which T
have called attention has been brought to
.my notice by people who have written to me
on the subject. I would ask the Minister to
call the attention of the gentleman who re-
presents the Minister of Marine and Fisher-
ies in his absence to this important question,
and request him to see that in the maritime
provinces medical inspectors are appointed
all along the coast to enforce the quarantine
regulations whenever and wherever it may
be necessary.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—I rise for
the purpose of giving mny unqualified support

to the very able and patriotic remarks tifdt
have fallen from the hon. gentleman who .
has introduced this subject, and also what
has been said by the hon. gentleman from
Kingston. A few days ago I moved for
gertain papers and when the return is
brought down I propose to deal at some
length with the question of cholera, small-
pox, yellow fever, and typhus fever. How-
ever I feel it my duty not.to allow this
discussion to close without expressing my
unqualified approval of what has been s0
well and, ably stated by those hon. gentleman
to whom I have referred. I agree with the
hon. gentleman from Kingston that cholera
is just as virulent to-day as it was when it
first made its appearance in Europe, and s0
far as T know there is .no specific by which
it can be cured, so far discovered. The
medical profession, apart from sanitation, is
almost as helpless as when cholera was first
introduced into Europe. I also quite agree
with him that while it is necessary that
every precaution should be taken by munici-
palities, and local governments, it is the
bounden duty of the Federal Government t0
organize such a board as will have the sole
authority and control over all quarantine
throughout the Dominion, and that they
should not for a moment trust to any great
extent to any local authorities or govern- -
ments. I say that largely because of the
sad experience we had in British Columbia
during last summer when we were in a state
of siege for nearly three months in Victoria,
and largely so in Vancouver and New West-
minster, owing to an epidemic of small-
ox. It cost the city of Victoria alone
over $60,000 to meet the expenses neces-
sarily incurred in connection with that
small-pox epidemic. I am sorry to say at the
present time we have another visitation ©
small-pox from China. It appears to be
almost impossible for a ship any more t0
come from China and Japan without carry:
ing one or more case of small-pox. As'1
stated the other day, the Government have -
been so derelict as to allow our quarantiri®
station—if | may dignify it by the term—
to remain in its wretched condition for 80
long a time. It was worse than having
nothing at all. It led us to trust to some
thing which was of no value. I hope tbat
the Government, late though it is in the
day, will lose not one moment of time 12
erecting a new quarantine station at William
Head and putting it in a most efficient col




=

The Cholera [FEBRUARY 27, 1893] Outbreak.

175

dition, because it is not only small-pox that
e have to dread but typhus fever, cholera
and other contagious diseases. I claim that
e are exposed to greater, if possible, danger
from outbreaks of this kind than any of the
€astern ports of the Dominion. A few days
320 I drew the attention of the House to the
&t that nine-tenths of all the shipping
Visiting the ports of Victoria, Vancouver
’f”nd Nanaimo is “foreign; whereas three-
Ourths of the shipping calling at the Eastern
Ports of Canada is British. Such being the
€ase, I claim that we are more exposed on
the ‘Pacific Coast than the ports on the
tlantic Coast to the introduction of epide-
Mics of the diseases mentioned, and I again
Urge upon the (Government the importance
Proceeding without delay to put the
(!“al‘ﬂ-ntine,sta,tions on the Pacifie Coast in
rst-class condition.

. Hon. Mr. SCOTT—We must all feel
!ndebted to the hon. member from Welland
- %0d the hon, gentleman from Kingston for
© Interesting statements and excellent
JU8gestions they have made on this subject.
T8e to express my belief that these gentle-
®hare somewhat unduly alarmed. I should
D0t like it to go abroad in this country that
d © mortality from choleta is as great, or the
30ger as imminent, as gentlemen of the
Medicq) profession seem to indicate. When
holers, visited this country in 1832 the con-
Itions were different entirely from what
iney are to-day. We have, happily, not only
w Canada but in other parts of the Western
aOrld, made wonderful progress in learning
c}‘:d observing the laws of health. In 1832
u Olera as a rule followed the tracks of the
c: Ortunate emigrants who came to this
Untry, Numbers of them stopped off at
Uebec and Montreal, and necessarily disse-
Minated cholera there as they did at other
ﬁ‘mﬂ where they stopped temporarily. T
chve a very distinct recollection of the
Olera hospitals along the banks of the St.
hawl‘ence when the emigrants came up in
teaux and barges on their way to the
vor8t. The unfortunate people were ina
°rY low condition of vitality from the long
and ge across the Atlantic, the poor food,
re _Other causes, and so succumbed very
s adily to the disease. The cholera did not
v?mad far westward in this country: it
38 confined for the most part to the places
ere the emigrants went. Since then we
Ve learned a great deal about cholera, more

particularly during the last few years, and
it “has been very properly observed that
cholera is one of those diseases which you
must either eat or drink. In stating that I
do not share the alarm of my medical friends,
I would not for a moment desire to check .
any action that the Government of this
country might take with a view to enlighten-
ing the peopleon the laws of sanitation. If
they were not useful in keeping out cholera
they would be useful in subduing very many
other diseases, such as typhoid and diph-
theria, which are quite as alarming as
cholera and very apt to prove quite as
serious. Not long ago there was a very
serious outbreak of diphtheria in Toronto.
Such outbreaks are very frequently occur-
ring. * Fortunately the people of Canada are
feeling the necessity of adopting sanitary
precautions. Whether the Government here
would be sufficiently in touch with the
people to educate them on the laws of sani-
tation, I cannot say. It is probably outside
of their functions, though I would consider
it an important matter. Their duty would
be, I consider, to co-operate with the United
States. If cholera visits this country, it
must come from the other side of the Atlantic.
It has been shown by the hon. member from
Kingston that it can be kept out. We have
had an illustration of it recently at New

-York where several ships were quarantined

within gun-shot of the shore until cholera
patients were removesl and the disease was
stamped out. As I have said, cholera is
known to be a very different disease from
what it was supposed to be when it visited
this country sixty years ago. At that time,
very many of.the doctors, nurses and clergy-
men who were brought in contact with the
cholera patients succumbed. To-day, you
find in the well-regulated hospitals of West-
ern Europe that nurses and doctors enjoy
almost absolute immunity from cholera.
You very rarely hear of one of them being
attacked with the disease; so cholera is not
contagious. It is, as I have said, one of
those diseases that you must eat or drink.
It is & disease which attacks the intestines,

I wish our medical friends had given us, in

popular phraseology, some better indication
of what it is. As I understand it, the
cholera germ attacks the mucous lining of
the intestines and eats it off, and the conse-
quence is that the serous blood flows through
in consequence of the removal of the mucous
lining. The discharge of serum blood, of
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course, means the washing out and discharge
-of the life forces of the body. The best
method of preventing cholera is to keep
it out. As you have either to eat it or
drink it, so long as our foods and our
drinks are wholesome and the air we
breathe is pure, we not only escape cholera
but every other disease. With reference
to the treatment of cholera, I have noticed
lately that a number of cases have been
treated with great success at St. Petersburg,
simply by washing internally as well as ex-
ternally, with injectionsof soap and water—
washing out the bacilli. In St. Petersburg
they are constructing a hospital, and av the
foot of each bed there are large douches
where the soap and water flow from the dou-
che and wash the intestines out. The me-
dical man who first made the experiment in
St. Petersburg or Moscow was given 25 cases
to treat—all cases that had gone into the
second stage, and I think the proportion of
cuves effected was 20 out of 25. We know
that the proportion of deaths where cholera
has passed into the second stage was in other
epidemics 60, so it is a more fatal disease,
where it finds a subject that is fitted for it,
than those which have been mentioned, but
1 think there should be no cause for alarm in
this country, because we have all improved
our sanitation very greatly. Tt is the duty,
of course, of all the cities, towns and villa-
ges to exercise more care and adopt greater
sanitary precautions. I do not approve of
the prescription that the hon. member from
Kingston gives—to introduce a corrective
into the water we drink. The conclusion I
have arrived at from my reading is that
those who avoid stimulants escape with im-
munity, and that the people who were cut
down were those who indulged in stimu-
lants.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—The Hindoos,
among whom the greatest ravages have oc-
curred, drink nothing but water.

Hon. Mr, SCOTT—The disease arisesfrom
filth, and if you eat a great deal of it,
whether you take whiskey or not makes very
little difference; but in adopting precau-
tions against the disease, I unhesitatingly
say, as far as my reading of the statistics
goes, that persons who are known to be
sober and avoid stimulants, are less liable to
take the disease. As I said before, I think
our Government ought to act in this matter

in concert with the United States authori-
ties, who have made arrangements to adopt
very stringent quarantine regulations. They
are exposed to cholera through the St.
Lawrence, as we are exposed to cholera
through United States ports, and on the
Pacific we are mutually exposed in the '
same way, but I think if proper concerted
action is taken by the Governments of
the two countries there will be no great dif-
ficulty in keeping cholera out. At the same
time, I think it is well to warn the people
not only to avoid cholera, but to avoid other
diseases as well—that it rests with them-
selves to say whether they will become fit
subjects for attack or not. They ought,
during the cholera season, to exercise greater
care, to live correctly, to eat wholesome
food, to see that the germs of disease are de-
stroyed in both food and drink. Water is
necessarily one of the principal avenues for
the introduction of cholera—the germ is in
the water. At Hamburg it was proved that
the terrible devastation was due to the water
they were drinking, but no one can say that
the conditions there and in Canada are the
same. Hamburg is a city where the filth of
a thousand years is accumulated—a city
with narrow streets, where many of the
people are filthy in their habits, and where,
through vice and poverty, a great many per-
sons have lowered their vitality. We have
no such city in Canada. I think4there is no
occasion for serious alarm if the ordinary
precautions are taken to keep out the disease.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—The
hon. member from Niagara, who brought
forward this question, deserves the thanks
of the House and of the country. We are
anxious in British Columbia to know what
the Government propose to do, not so much
on account of cholera as of small-pox. Every

| steamer entering our ports now catries oné

or more cases of small-pox, and it is impor-
tant that something should be done soon to-
protect our province from epidemics. I have
no doubt the Minister of Agriculture is
aware of the precautions that have been
adopted by the steam-ship companies carry-
ing passengers from Europe to America. All.
emigrants are detained and housed for a cer-
tain number of days and kept under strict
medical supervision and examination before
the departure of the steamer. At the end
of the certain number of days those who are
ill and not able to proceed are taken back,
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and those who are well are forwarded to
the'n- destinationand again subjected to a very
Strict examination and perhaps to quaran-
Une as well. T do not know what power our
Overnment could exercise to induce the
Steam-ship companies on the Pacific coast to
do anything of that kind, but if they
8¢ powerless in that way, self-interest
Might induce the companies to adopt
Such precautions as I have mentioned,
Cause the loss of time and money by
QUarantine is very great, and they might
3void it by adopting some such course as I
\ave mentioned. One of the great dangers
188 at our very doors in the case of an epide-
Mic—that is, imperfect sewerage and impure
Water, Tt is a lamentable fact.that through-
ut this country all sewers drain into rivers
and the masses of the people use the waters
O those rivers without boiling or filtering,
30d take into their systems the germs of
dfphtheris,, typhoid, scarlet fever and other
18¢ages. It is well known that a cholera
acillus carried into a river soon breeds mil-
'on8 of germs and the water becomes con-
taminated, These are no doubt municipal
Matters, but the Dominion Government
Ought, to act on the suggestion of the hon.
8entleman from Niagara and issue a warn-
g to municipalities and the people about
"3lnage and about the necessity of boiling
© Water they use, to avoid an epidemic.
ere is a very able article in The Forum,

Y Bir 8pencer Wells, dealing with the ques-
'0n of cholera. . He mentions one instance
Which oceurred in 1866, showing how the
Stribution of cholera poison occurred
fough the contamination of the waters of

® River Lee by the discharges from some
cholery, patients. These patients had arrived
uthampton suffering from cholera in its
varly or latent stage. They were supposed to
Ve recovered and were allowed to pass on
8 cottage., They infected the river first
0d the digtrict supplied by the water com-
Pany afterwards, with the result that 16,000
_g:oll)lle were attacked with cholera and 6,000
wht em died. He also shows that a person
hers, 8y leave an infected port in good
®alth and cross the Atlantic, may carry the
8erms of the disease with him and spread it,
' th Yet escape himself. All this goes to show
ue necessity of striet quarantine, and of
th‘:lgatmg and disinfecting. He says that
¢ %18 the only remedy. Then he deals with
the Question of disposing of the bodies of
Ose w1h20 die of cholera. He says that the

clothing and the bodies should be cremated,
that it is the only way to kill the germ.
Burying the dead only spreads the disease,
as the germ multiplies in the ground and
may be dug up again. However, I am satis-
fied that our Government will take every
precaution to prevent the introduction and
spread of this dreaded epidemic.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I do not rise
to prolong the discussion, because I know
very little about the germs of the disease
and how they are propagated ; but with
regard to what fell from my hon. friend from .
New Westminster, with reference to the
Government taking independent action in
this matter, I think that whatever course
may be pursued should be in concert with
the towns, cities and municipalities of the
country. If the Government were to under-
take the matter alone, it would have a-
tendency to make the municipalities and
local authorities generally indifferent. It is
well to instruct the municipalities as to the
best means of preventing the spread of
cholera, small-pox, diphtheria and other
diseases, but, if the Government act alone
they will have less effect than if they secure
the co-operation of all the authorities. Itis
too big a task for the Government to under-
take alone. It has been stated here that
fear has a tendency to increase the danger.
I think, therefore, that the Government
ought to act vigorously and that they should
do so in co-operation with the different
municipalities, instructing them as to the
best means of keeping their towns in a good
sanitary condition. .

Hon. Mr. POWER-—There is one reason
why the discussion of this matter is pecu-
liarly appropriate here: we have in the
Senate the Minister who has control of the
quarantine. I do not propose to discuss the
general question of cholera at all; but I
wish to say this—I hope the Minister will
not take anything for granted, but that he
will see for himself and will not be satisfied
with reports from officers on the spot. There
are two principal avenues through which
cholera is likely to come into Canada during
the present season. One is Halifax, a port
to which regular lines of steamers come, and
which is peculiarly a port of call for steamers
in distress, and to which steamers in which
disease breaks out, and which for that reason
would probably not be brought to New York,
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would be likely to go. -We shall probably
have a number of steamers calling at Halifax
with cholera cases during the coming season.
The other point is Quebec. Unless I am
very much mistaken—and my hon. colleague
can inform the House if I am—the present
preparations to deal with a large influx of
cholera patients at Halifax are not at all
what they ought to be. I may say further
that a new-fangled machine for fumigating
clothing which was sent down to Hali-
fax has not in practice been found a
success. This machine, which I under-
. stand is a.pretty expensive one, was sent
down to Halifax some weeks ago for the
purpose of disinfecting the clothing of pas-
sengers arriving there and bound for western
points. It was found that it destroyed not
only the microbes, but the clothing too, and
the officials have been obliged to fall back on
some less modern and less destructive method
of disinfecting. I know from gentlemen
who crossed the ocean last summer in a
steamer which was quarantined at Grosse
Isle that there was great negligence on the
part of the authorities who dealt with the
steamer, and that passengers were allowed
to proceed on their journeys who were not
supposed to proceed, and of whose proceed-
ing I presume the Minister of Agriculture
knew nothing whatever. There is no use
now in talking about going into questions of
sanitation, looking after sewerage and that
sort of thing. TItis too late. The thing we
have to do—the most urgent duty now, is to
look after the quarantine. We know how
effectual good quarantine was in New York
last season, and it is the duty of the Gov-
ernment, and particularly of the Minister of
Agriculture, to see that quarantine, particu-
larly at these two points, Halifax and
Quebec, is what it ought to be.

Hon. Mr. READ(Quinté)—And Victoria.
Hon. Mr. POWER—There is no cholera

coming to Victoria as I understand. - I am
speaking now of cholera solely; and I say
that the Minister should take nothing for
‘granted—that he must see for himself, and
get rid as far as possible of red tape and all
these official trammels which in Canada seem
to render the expenditure of money very
much easier than the doing of any reall

valuable and practical work. :

Hon. Mr. ALMON—I did not intend to
speak on this question, but I must follow the

senior member. With regard to the quaran-
tine officer at Halifax, Dr. Wickwire, there
could not be a more capable official.

Hon. Mr. POWER —I did not say a word
against that officer.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—I think perhaps one
difficulty, in former times, was that he had
not good means of visiting the vessels. Now
he has the use of a steam launch. The hon.
gentleman from Welland spoke of a number
of cases of cholera which were said to have
been cured ; perhaps they were not Asiatic
cholera cases at all. When there is an epi-
demic of any kind raging, anything that
resembles the prevalent disease is suppos
to be a case of it. If during an epidemic of
Asiatic cholera a person is seized with
vomiting and diarrhea, he thinks he has
the cholera, and when it passes off he
thinks he has been cured of cholera, and
when people want to make out a favorable
case for a particular mode of treatment,
they refer to such instances. Will any one
tell me what a disinfectant is? In old times,
when the plague was rife (which was only
an aggravated case of typhus fever), it was
supposed that burning sugar on a shove
prevented the spread of the disease. When
the cholera broke out in Halifax, in 1834, 1
was all through it,-and I fancy I have seen
more cases of cholera (perhaps I am pre-
sumptuous in saying so) than all the other
members of the House puyt together. At
that time there were 500 fatal cases iP
a population of 10,000. The first case
was one that came from Quebec. I was
a student at the time. I said, “ How did
you disinfect? I am told that burnt sugar
is a good thing in a case of that kind;’
and it was supposed that sulphuric acid op
manganese, giving off oxygen, was a disin
fectant. I will tell you what the munic!
pality of Halifax did at one time. Ther®
was an outbreak of diphtheria. How did they
prevent it ¢ They put on the house a large
placard, three or four feet long, which fright”
ened people ; nobody could pass without
shivering. A constable was placed at the
door, supposed to stay there 24 hours, an
only the medical man was. allowed to go 11
I do not think the constable disinfected hit:
self at all ; I do not think he even washe
his hands. T asked a member of the city
council, “ What about that constable? 12
he not in danger of contracting the disease?
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He sajq, « My dear doctor, if you knew as
much as I do about it—a policeman cannot
Catch anything.” There was a good deal of
truth in that, and therefore it saved a great
deal of money ; but the taxes were so high
that they nearly drove the people out of the
city.  Still, for God’s sake do not let the
Municipality catch cholera and put a con-
stable at the daor.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—_Before the hon.
&entleman replies to the inquiry, I desire to
answer one or two things. In the first place,
I think this discussion has done good so far,

cause we are not so much discouraged as
When we started. One hon. gentleman com-
Mmented on the fact of only fifteen patients
dying out of 15,000 ; I may say with re-
8ard to that that I was simply reading the
Teport of the British Board of Health on that
Subject, and T so explained to the hon. mem-

r from Halifax. I quite differ from the

on. gentleman from Ottawa when he states

at our sanitation has been very much im-
Proved. We have not removed the filth
f‘:()m our towns and cities ; we have simply
displaced it from our back yards into the
Water which we drink. That is true of every
town in Canada, except on the sea coast
Where the tide takes it away. In any city
In Ontario or Quebec they pump the water
Out of the place where the sewage is depo-
Sited ; so our sanitation is not much improved
In that respect. A doubt has been thrown
Upon the whole question by the hon. member

fom Halifax who asks: “ Who has seen the
Microbe ” 7 T have not seen it, but the medi-
cal world have seen it and are satisfied a8 to
1ts existence. Koch, the great bacteriolo-
818, and others have seen it and have actu-
ally grown and cultivated these microbes
upon gelatine plates; and it is positively
and absolutely known now what the cholera

acillus is, There is no doubt about it ;
they perfectly understand the whole subject,
and as the hon. gentleman from Kingston
a8 said, they have no method of dealing
‘With it except by closing the door against it
8nd cleansing the country.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—I must express my
Breat satisfaction with' the spirit in which
® professional men in this House have
t"e&ted this question. They have dealt with
% in the proper spirit. When I first read
© notice given by the hon. member for
Y ellanil,‘ I was afraid that a discussion here
2%

might lead to a panic; but, on the contrary,
the speeches of the medical men who have
spoken upon this subject have had a reassur-
ing effect. My own belief is that cholera is
not such a foe now as it wasin 1832, in 1849
or in 1854. Science has changed the nature
of our defence. At that time we did not
know how we took the disease. It was be-
lieved that by simply going near a person
suffering from cholera you might catch the -
infection, and often the rick were deserted
in lonely houses and even on the street. It
was also believed then that contagion was
floating in the air, that the disease went
from place to place of its own motion. Now,
science has taught us that it is a germ that
you may take into your system with your
food .or your beverage, and that yqu can
guard against it by eating wholesome, pro-
perly prepared food and drinking pure water.
If you drink water that has been boiled it
cannot contain a living germ: But it must
not be understood that this water may be laid
aside, and that, provided it has been boiled
once, it is pure for ever and that there is no
danger of its again receiving and - propagat-
ing the germ ; because I think that in water,
milk, fruit and all those substances, the germ
propagates with the greatest facility. Now
there is to be no panic in the country, and
the medical men have told you that fear has
upon men & certain influence leading to
cholera, if T inay be allowed to express myself
in that way. It weakensin us certain organs
upon which cholera operates most actively ;
and if you have cholera and are frightened,
you have less chance of recovery than
if you understand. what the disease is and
know that you are within a curable distance.
Therefore, it is most important that there
should be no panic; and I do not consider
this disease, cholera, as being nearly as dan-
gerous as small-pox, scarlatina, or diphtheria
which are all highly contagious diseases.
Diphtheria is' communicated by emanations
from the mouth which may dry in a room
and then float in the air. Small-pox vou can
take by the simple touch ; Scarlatina is a

- disease which is carried. in the air from the

small pellicles of the skin that float about
when . the patient is recovering. I

say that cholera is not so contagious

as those diseases that I have men-
tioned. It is transmitted by the emanations
of the sick. It may be also transmittible
by their clothes and rags; therefore, in
dealing with all things, passengers or goods
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coming from an infected place, the greatest
care and attention must be paid to the
quarantine; and the Government has de-
cided to establish a perfect quarantine sys-
tem at all the entry ports in the Dominion.
The disease may come to us by way of
Halifax, Quebec or St. John. Those are the
three most exposed sthtions. The hon.
member for Shediac has pointed out that
there are also other ports through which the
disease may enter. It is true, but as we
have provided for the main stations, we also
intend to provide for the secondary stations,
and all those ports which are called second-
dary, such as Sydney, Chatham, Pictou,
Charlottetown and other minor quarantine
stations, will be fitted out with sufficient
appliances for the class of vessels calling at
those places. Such harbours are visited by
merchant ships, which do not, as a rule,
carry passengers, or carry very few,
and the crew is limited to fifteen or
twenty men on the large sailing vessels.
The precautions to be” taken there are very
plain. The vessel must be inspected. First
of all we must ascertain if the people on
the ship are healthy. If there is a very
serious disease, it cannot bhe dealt with
there. It is impossible that the Government
could provide sufficient hospital accom-
modation, medical men and appliances, to
treat cholera at every seaport of the
Dominion ; consequently, the rule will be
that should a vessel having on board persons
suffering from any dangerous disease, by
accident arrive in one of those secondary
stations, it must immediately be sent to
one of the main stations where the disease
can be properly treated, and the crew taken
care of. At such a station an ordinary
merchant ship can be cleansed, and the
clothes of the men can be purified.
If the purifying process should spoil the
clothing, the cheapest way, I believe,
is to burn the clothes and - buy others,
which cost from $8 to $10 per man ; and as
to purifying the ship, which is always an
open vessel, sulphur is the substance acknow-
ledged to be most effective in destroying
the germs. I have stated what the Gov-
ernment -intend to do at these minor
stations. I will now state what they pro-
pose to do at the large ports where the
danger is greatest, such as Groase Isle, Hali-
fax and 8t. John—St." John and Halifax
only at this time of the year, und the early
spring. But the moment the navigation of

the 8t. Lawrence is fully open, the great
danger will be at Grosse Isle, because every
steamer carrying immigrants comes to that
station. - We have provided for the erection
of detention buildings, for disinfecting ap-
pliances, for refitting and completing hospital
and other buildings, and for improving the
water supply. The disinfecting appliances
consist of three large steam disinfecters,
di-oxide blast, and mercuric drench-—these
appliances are to purify the ships and bag-
gage. The ships are to be disinfected by a
blast which will force the sulphuric fumes
all through the vessel, which is acknowledged
to be one of the safest modes of destroying
the germs. A new building is being put
up there for detention for first and second
class passengers. You may have heard
a great deal concerning the harsh way
the passengers, healthy and suspected,
were treated in New York last year. We
intend to give the sick all necessary
comfort and to treat the healthy people in a

no less humane way, and consequently we

will erect buildings for the detention of
immigrants and passengers who are not in-
fected by the disease, but only suspected, to
keep them apart ; and such buildings are to
be put up at Halifax, 8t. John, Quebec and
British Columbia. In each of these stations
the appliances that I have mentioned will
also be established.  The vote in the Esti-
mates for the putting up of the stations in
British Columbia is $62,000, providing for
new grounds, water supply, suitable build-
ings for hospital and detention purposes,
and residence for the physician, ang another
sum of $35,000 for a deep-water wharf, and
this will be at Williams Head, where a vessel
can lie at any time without being interfered
with by wind or gale, or with the easterly
winds that prevail at Albert’s Head, where
a vessel could not lie. Wharfs are also to
be provided for at St. John and Halifax. A
question arose whether there should
not be a wharf at Grosse Isle. The
opinion of mariners was taken upon the
subject, and the last information the Gov-
ernment got upon the matter was that. &
wharf, if accessible, would be very useful
indeed. You could land passengers and bag-
gage, and disinfect vesselsmuchquicker along-
side of the wharf; but the seameén and the
pilots of the St. Lawrence tell you that this
wharf will not be accessible; you cannot
reach it at night ; you can hardly reach it in
the daytime, There is & reef projecting
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from Ste. Marguerite Island at the east, ,m&de at certain ports of entry into Canada

and nearly opposite where the wharf would
here is a sand bank and shoal which
Wwould make access to the wharf very dithi-
cult ; and, moreover, after spending $150,000
to build this wharf, you would not have a
Sufficient depth of water to float large steam-
©rs ; you require at least 27 feet at low water
S0 that dredging would be necessary. The
gentlemen interested in the steam-ship traffic
Of this country came to the conclusion that
the wharf could not be used to advantage,
and that it was sufficient .to provide the
Becessary tenders to remove the passengers,
aggage and goods with lighters, if neces-
Sary, and also to have upon them the neces-
Sary appliances to purify the vessels. Now
thai} is only dealing with one portion of the
Subject. So far, we have not gone beyond
¢ seaboard. That is where the main
nger is; and I am glad to see thet
¢verybody understands it, and that the
Overnment has given to that part
of the subject the utmost attention ; the sea
C0ast is where we are to guard first and above
all, _But should cholera break through this
bal_‘l'ler, either through the quarantine in
anada or through the quarantine in the
Nited States, it might spread over the
Cuntry, We are face to face with a land
undary of over 3,000 miles, with at least
fty ports of entry. I think that I am very
Wuch below the figure, because there aremore
Vays of communication between the United
tates and Canada than fifty ports. The
SOuntry will understand that it isimpossible
establish an effective quarantine at all
Ose ports of entry, and therefore we are
Tought face to face with the question—
What is the duty of the Government and the
; Uty of the people who want to be protected,
M limiting the number of these ports of
®itry ¢ I give this honourable House the
a'ss“l‘@nce that whenever the Government
o 1t necessary to protect such ports of
ﬁntry’ they will establish there as effec-
Ve a quarantine as there is at the sea-
g:rts. It is most difficult to protect
the frontier; universal experience proves
3t land quarantines are always more diffi-

" Cult of effective enforcement than maritime.

?“‘“‘ﬂntines. In the event of cholera gain-
 B8a foothold in the United States this
{::ar, ‘the department will take the follow-
l‘a'gl steps to prevent its introduction, by
a Uway communication, into Canada: first,
D efficient medical inspection will be

fram the United States, and a certificate of
disinfection exacted. At those points of
entry reasonable accommodation will be pro-
vided for detention purposes, railway cars
could be fitted up for- the disinfection by
steam and sulphur fumes of the clothing and
baggage of infected or suspected persons,
and bi-chlorate of mercury drench could be
used for such articles as could not be disin-
fected without damage by steam. Now that
is the utmost that it is possible for any Gov-
ernment to do with a frontier stretching
from the Atlantic to the Pacific, across a
continent, of over 3,000 miles. I wish to
come to another part of the subject. We
have heard very wise recommendations made
as to cleanliness, the purity of the water,
and the necessary care that is to be taken
about the household. I hope this honourable
House will not make a mistake upon this
point as to the limits of the authority of
the Dominion Government in that relation.
By the British North America Act the
Dominion Government is empowered to
legislate on matters of quarantine and ma-
rine hospitals : by the law, we are the
guardians of the ports of entry into the Do-
minion, but beyond that all other powers
rest with the local governments and the
municipalities. It is for them to deal with
the cities, towns, villages, houses, and hos-
pitals within the country. I have the satis-
faction of announcing to the Senate that
after an interview, which has taken place in
the Department of Agriculture here with
delegates from British Columbia, from the
Territories, from Ontario, from the Lower
Provinces and Quebec, I am convinced that
those gentlemen fully understand their du-
ties and their obligations and that they will
fulfil them to the utmost and that there is
no fear of any friction between the Dominion
authorities and the local boards. The hon.
member from Welland made a very wise and
practical suggestion—that a pamphlet should
be published, showing the people what they
should do—first not to take the cholera, and
second how they are to treat themselves, or
be treated, when they think they have
symptoms of it.- That.question I think is not.
within our jurisdiction : it is a municipal
matter—the prescribing how the houses are
to be kept, the water to be boiled, the food
cooked,and when it should be used. Last year
when there was a fear of the introduction of
cholera into the country, the Board of Health
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in the province of Quebec immediately issued
a circular warning the people and advising
them what was best to be done under the
circumstances. However, if the idea pre-
vails that the Government should issue such
-a pamphlet, I am willing to give the subject
all my attention and all possible assistance.
It has been stated that certain quarantine
regulations should be imposed upon pas-
sengers coming from Asia to Canada. The
hon. gentleman who made the suggestion-—
which is a very good one—will understand
that it is impossible for this country to
impose such a’ quarantine abroad, but 1 am
convinced that self-interest will lead the
steam-ship- companies to exact certificates
from passengers should they come from
Asia, where theré is nearly always some con-
tagious disease prevailing, such as small-pox,
cholera, or some malignant fever. It isin

their own interest that they should do so,

and I have lately had conversations with a
representative of one of them, Mr. Shaugh-
nessy, vice-president of the Canadian Pacitic
Railway, who gave me to understand that
they were adopting miost rigorous precau-
tions—that it was their own interest that
their ships should be looked upon as healthy
if they wished to establish a traffic and
secure a paying passenger business. I hope
I have reassured the House that all necessary
precautions are being taken by the Govern-
ment. I trust that upon this point there
will be no undue excitement or alarm, and
that it will not go abroad that we are
threatened by an enemy against which we
have no arms and no munitions.

HOLIDAYS?LAW AMENDMENT BILL
SECOND READING.

Hon.Mr. ANGERSmoved thesecond read-
ing of Bill (N) “ An Act to amend the law
relating to holidays.” - He said : The holidays
mentioned in this Bill were adopted by the
Dominion Parliament because they were
holidays in the province of Quebec. Lately
they have, in the province of Quebec, dis-
pensed with them, and a Bill has been intro-
duced removing those days from the list of
holidays. It is proposed here to assimilate
the law by doing away with Annunciation,
Corpus Christi and the festival of St. Peter
and St. Paul. When the Bill goes into
Committee of the Whole, I propose to amend
the last phrase of it. I think it would be
more appropriate to make a specific amend-

ment to the law by sté,ting the statutes
which it will affect and the sections intended
to be repealed. ) ’

Hon. Mr. ALMON—I am too good a
follower of the leader of the House to oppose
any amendment t¢ the Bill, but I propose to
offer an amendment in Committee of the
‘Whole to provide thatthe Dominion Thanks-
giving Day be always held on a Sunday.
My reasons are these: What did the
Thanksgiving holiday originate from ¢ Is it
British, is it Catholic or Protestant? No, it
is an American institution got up by the
Pilgrim Fathers to do away with love of the
old country and the festival of the Christmas
holidays. The Puritans left England at a
time when they suffered from persecution in
the reign of Charles the First. They suffered
so much from persecution, that when they
got to America they refused to let a Quaker
live amongst them—they persecuted Qua-
kers, Episcopalians and Baptists, and they
established Thanksgiving Day. No one is
more thankful than I am to the Almighty
for the benefits we enjoy. Cholera may come
here and desolate our people, and yet we are
expected to observe the proclamation of the
Governor-General and thank God for it. I
know we are such miserable sinflers that we
should be thankful for the few mercies given
to us,but I do not think there is much giving
of thanks on the holiday called Thanksgiving
Day. What takes place on that holiday ?
The poor are deprived of a day’s labour, and
have nothing to do but loaf about. Many of
them are Roman Catholics, who do not be-
lieve that the Government have a right to
tell them on what day they should go to
church or not. In England, where there is
an established church, it may be the case,
but I feel a thrill go over me when the Go-
vernor-General proclaims that T should go to
church on a week day. I do not believe
that the injunction of the fourth command-
ment has anything to do with our Sunday,
byt if it has, the same commandment which
says that I shall rest on the seventh day,
says also that I shall labour on the other six
days of the week, and by proclamation you
.make the people break the fourth command-
‘ment—for what? To comply with an old
Puritan custom. How many people go t0
.church on Thanksgiving Day? Very few.
'1s it not a day devoted to gluttony and to
‘horse-racing and kindred amusements? It

is bosh, a sham and a humbug and ought to
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b‘e done away with. To say that it is doing
a service, is a piece of hypocrisy and
Umbug,

Hon, Mr. KAULBACH—I think the
on. gentleman from Halifax has slandered
ova Scotia when he says that Thanksgiving
ay 18 not observed there. In Lunenburg

now it is observed as religiously and with

8 great zeal and earnestness as Sunday is
€pt. Probably where the hon. gentleman
Comes from it is different, but elsewhere
roughout the province it is a day on which
People offer up thanks and praise for the
benefits conferred upon them.

_Hon. Mr. ALMON—I think the only
ifference in the way Thanksgiving Day is
Observed in Lunenburg and Halifax is this :
1o Halifax we ha®e gluttony, and give our-
Slves indigestion on turkey and plulm pud-
Ing, and we think we are doing God a
Service ; in Lunenburg, it is simply a day
evoted to sauer-kraut and cabbage.

. Hon. Mr. ANGERS—T would ask the
Junior member from Halifax not to press
18 amendment. Dominion Day is not a
= anksgiving Day but a national holiday.
hﬂnksgiving Day is fixed by proclamation
Y the different provinces. Generally the
Provinces have the same day that is fixed
Y the Dominion. It is in the fall of the
Year when the granaries are full and people
E;‘e most inclined to be thankful for the
essings they enjoy. Dominion Day is a
Doliday of 4 different character—a day on
whl_ch people go into the country, or attend
ational gatherings or address the people in
&vour of the institutions of the country. -

polon. Mr. ALMON—I did not say_that
thomlnion Day should not be kept. I say
ob:t Thanksgiving Day should not be
% €rved. T have often noticed in the prac-
oce of my profession poor people shivering
nver their scanty fires and complaining of
Ot being allowed to work on Thanksgiving

ng- I'have been told by one of them, «I

g’iy conscience to do’ so, but.my"employer

weor 1f T had been allowed to work I
h ould have earned someshing and béen more
nkfil than I feel now.” '

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill

Was read the second time. "

uld riot keep the day, because it is against

BANK ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS moved the second
reading of Bill (I) *“ An Act to correct a
clerical error in the Bank Act.” He said:
The object of this Bill is to correct a clerical
error in the French edition of the Statutes.
The year 1891 is mentioned instead of 1901
as the year in which the charters of the
banks expire.

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

MILITIA LAND GRANT BILL:
SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the second
reading of Bill (G) “An Act tomake further
provision respecting grants of land to mem-
bers of the Militia force on active service in
the North-west.” He said : The object of the
Bill is simply to extend the time for grant-
ing land warrants to those who served dur-
ing the troubles of 1885. Many of the claims
were before the Department of J ustice, but
were not adjudicated upon or examined until
it was too late to issue the warrants before
the 31st December last, and this is simply
to extend the time for the granting of these
land warrants until the 31st of next Decem-
ber.

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

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (15) “ An Act to incorporate the Do-
minion Burglar Guarantee Company (limi-
ted).” (Mr. McMillan.) '

Bill (19) “ An Act respecting the Hamil-
ton Provident and Loan Society.” (Mr. Mac-
Innes, Burlington.)

The Senate adjourned at 6 o’clock.
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THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Tuesday, February 28th, 1893.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 p.m.
Prayers and routine proceedings.
BILL INTRODUCED.

" Bill (L) “An Act to consolidate and
amend certain Acts relating to the Manitoba
and North-western Railway Company of
Canada.”—(Mr. Lougheed.) '

CUSTOM-HOUSE EMPLOYEES OF
MONTREAL. - :

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE moved :

That an humble Address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor-Geueral; praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid before this
House, a list giving the names of all persons em-

loyed permanently or temporarily at the Custom-
Eouse at Montreal, on the first day of January,
1868, also, a similar list of those so employed on
the first of January ultimo, with, in both
eases, their ages, nationality, religion, salary,
occupation and date of appointment.

He said: It is only within a few days
that I have come to the conclusion that it is
my duty to bring this matter before the
House. Until lately, I had always believed
that the people of Montreal were quite able
to look after themselves, and see that they
were treated fairly in the Government
appointmentsin that city. Having oceasion
to frequently visit Montreal, I have noticed
that the representatives of that city are
always anxious to secure the French vote,
and I supposed that this recognition of the
importance of the French element would
lead them to do justice to them. During
the last recess I had occasion tb pass
through Montreal several times, and I heard
numerous complaints on the subject to which
I am now calling attention. Wherever I
met people,in the streets, at their residences,
at the banks, I heard complaints that the
Government was unjust in its treatment of
the majority in Montreal. I did -not credit
these statements, for the very good reason
that I knew nothing about the matter—I
had never looked into it, believing that the
representatives of - the = city were pre-
pared to do their duty. I heard the
statement that an Englishmen was to suc-
ceed the late Mr. Ryan. For many years

the office has been fillled by Englishmen,
and it would seem that amongst the French
majority nobody was ‘considered fit for the
position of collector of customs, I thought
I would look into the matter on returning
to Ottawa. On my arrival here, after the
rocess on the 21st instant, I sent for the
blue books and examined them. Then I
was forced to the canclusion that the com-
plaints to which I have referred were well
founded. As to the last case—the appoint-
ment of a collector—I do not know whether
the complaints are juatified or not, as the
Government have not made the appoint-
ment yet. According to the last census, the
French element in the city of Montreal is
largely in the majority. I believe the
French population number two-thirds or
more, but it is enough for my argument to
say that they are in the%majority. I find
that at"the Montreal custom-house there are
109 officials belonging to the permanent ser-
vice. Of these 69 are English-speaking and
40 are French. The English-speaking offi-
cials receive in salaries about $51,000 and
the French $23,000. Now, I say that it is
not right that the majority of the people
should have such a small proportion of the
offices and salaries. Of temporary officials, T
find that there are 103, of whom 71 are
English-speaking and 32 TFrench. The
English-speaking officers receive in round
numbers $31,000; the French-speaking
officers, $11,000. Of ordinary labourers
there are 26, of whom 18 speak English
and eight French, so that in round pum-
bers there are 176  English-speaking,
officials and only eighty-eight French-speak-

‘ing—that is, one-third of the employees are
.of French origin in a eity where twosthirds,
iof the people are of that race, and - the

salaries are in about the same proportion.
Now I say that is not right. I do not like

to touch this question, but I feel it my duty
‘to do so. The Government should conduct

public affairs in such a manner as not to
compel the minority to bring up this ques-
tion and ask to be allowed to earn their
bread. I might point to the example which
the province of Quebec sets to the Dominion.

‘Only eight days ago a proposition to abolish

the Legislative Council of that province was

.brought up by an Epglish-speaking member
.of the Legislature, Mr. Cook. He said that
‘although the Legislative Council had been

created for the protection of the English-

speaking minority of the province, it was
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0t necessary—that they did not want
Such  protection—that no protection was
’Cl?ded from the French majority.
uld the French minority here say that at
t.tt‘Wa 1 No, but we could have said it at any
Me before Confoederation. Things were
;’:anaged a good deal better then than theyare
aglw - At the time of Confederation consider-
m € objections were urged against the move-
m?nt on the ground that the English-speaking
ll.n‘mty in Quebec would not receive fair
sh"'y from the majority. Those who raised
a €38 objections wanted & legislative union
nd why 1—Because, they said they would
. n the majority, while under Confedera-
100, in the province of Quebec, they would
In the hands of the French. Let me
guot@ from the Confederation Debates what
v of their representatives, Hon. Mr. Rose,

: terwards Sir John Rose, had to say on this

“b.]ect —

2‘ ith reference to this subject, I think that I, and
¢ have acted with me—the English-speak-
eg Members from Lower Canada—may in some

a.l)gr:e congratulate ourselves as having brought

thig . > State of feeling between the two races in
som, Section of the province which has produced
9\'ere &ood effect. (Hear, hear.) There has been

y Since the time of the union, I am happy to
evnoond that everybody knows it who has an
in Perience in Lower Canada—a cordial understand-
alﬁia"d friendly feeling between the two nation-

loes"which has produced the happiest results.

di(fe:.lgmg to different races and professing a

in ¢, ent faith, we live near each other; we come

%h“mt and mix with each other, and we respect

Other; we do not trench upon the rights, of
diffe Other ; we have not had those religious party
Tences which two races, speaking different lan-

’ni;ﬁs and holding different religious beliefs,

of 8ip, be supposed to have had ; and it is a matter

of thicere gratification to us, I suy, that this state

(He"n 8 has existed and is now found amongst us. |

dence’, +£3r-)  But if instead of this mutual confi-
lacip if, instead of the English-speaking minority

}lgisl];g trust in the French majority, in the local

%ame ttllre, and the French minority placing the

le .ﬁhtrust in the English majority in the general

achep, ure, no feeling existed, how could. the
f‘llly e of Confederation he made to work success-
there i(He&r, hear.) I think it cannot be denied that
“reds' e utinost confidence on both sides ; I feel
gove thatourconfidence in the majority in thelo-
trygt t;‘"“ment willnot bemisplaced, and Learnestly
federy) At the confidence they repose in us in the
hope (CEislature will not be abused. (Hear, hear.)

Make that, this uiutual yielding of confidence will

m,"me“‘,‘ both act ina hi%h minded and sensitive

Quiext * when the rights o either side are called in

in the"n‘lf ever they should be called in question

hisgoy l""Bpectxve legislatures. This is an era in'the
each 0¥h° , both races-—the earnest ‘plightingl of
r"m&rka%r 8 faith as they embrace the scheme. It is

Qdenc t le that both should ghce such entire coun-
7°¢ In one another; and in future ages our

th

posterity on both sides will be able to point with
pride to the period when the two races had
such reliance the one on the other as that each was
willing to trust ite safety and® interest to the
honour of the other. (Hear hear.) - This mntual
confidence has not been brought about by an
ephemeral or spasmodic desire for change on the
part of either ; it is the result of the knowledge
each race possesses of the character of the other,
and of the respect each entertains for the other.
(Hear, hear.) It is because we have learned to
respect each other’s motives, and have been made
to feel by experience that neither must be aggres-
sive and that the interests of the one are s%%e in
the keeping of the ather. And I think I may
fairly appeal to the President of the Council that
if, during the ten years in.which he has agitated
the question of representation by population, we,
the English in Lower Canada, had listened to his
appeals,—appeals that he has persistently made
with all the earnestness and vigourof his nature—if
we had not tarned a deaf ear to them, but bad gone
with those of our own race and our own faith, the
people of Upper Canada, who demanded this
change, where, I would ask him, would have been
our union to-day ? Would not a feeling of distrust
have been established between the French and
English races in'the community, that would bave
rendered even the fair considération of it utterl
impracticable? (Hear, hear.) Would the Frenc
have in that case been ready now to trust them-
selves in the general legislature, or the English in
the Local Legislature in Lower Cavada? No ; and
I pray God that this mutual confidence bhetween
two races which have so high and noble a work to
do on this continen, who are menaced by a com-
mon danger and actuated by a common interest,
may continue for all time to come. I pray that it
may not be interrupted or destroyed by any act of
either party : and I trust that each may continue
to feel assured that if at any time hereafter circum-
stances should arise calculated to infringe upon the
rights of either, it will be sufficient to say, in order
to prevent any aggression of this kind: *“We
trusted each other when we entered the union ; we
felt then that onr rights would be sacred with you,
and our honour and good faith and integrity are
})ledged in the maintenance of them.” (Hear, hear.)

believe that this is an era in our history to which
in after ages our children may appeal with' pride,
and that if there should be any intention on either
side to aggress on the other, the recollection that
each trusted to the honour of the other will prevent
that intention being carried out. I feel that we
have ne reason as the minority to fear aggressgions
on the part of the majority. We feel that in the
pait we have an earnest of what we may reasonably
ex;{;ot the future relations between the two races
to be.

What has been the consequence of this liber-

‘ality on the part of the majority in our pro-

vince ! Under our laws the English minority
of the province have the right to an English-
gpeaking superint;endenb “of education.
Nevertheless, they refuse to act upon their
rights: they say they can trust to the
liberality of the French majarity, and that

they have always received justice at the
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hands of the French superintendent ofloft,en said * let us have no more French or

education.

I would be happy to-day if I

could congratulnte the Parliament of Canada |

on the existence of such a spirit in this body,
but I could not do so without stating what
was untrue. It would be false to say that
we have a fair proportion of the appoint-
ments to public offices. I do not mean to
say that we must have exactly the same pro-
portion of appointments that our people
bearto the whole population of the Dominion,
but I say it should be something approach-
ing that proportion.
having less than our right proportion in the
city of Montreal, if the deficiency were made
up in some other part of the Dominion. 1T
have shown that in the Custom-house in
Montreal we are not fairly treated—that we
have not got our fair proportion of the
patronage : if the Government can show that
we have more than our right in other de-
partments, they should do so.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)—That is very
easily done. »

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-—It is not easily
done, because the figures are before the pub-
lic and show the contrary. The French race
are about one-third of the population of the
Dominion, yet we have only one-sixth of the
appointments. I do not care what calcula-
tions are made to prove the contrary : I was
shown a ealculation of that kind this morn-
ing and I can simply say that it was either
dishonest or stupid. In Montreal, a paper
which is very aggressive tried to show that we
had more patronage than we were entitled
to. How did they do so? By comparing
the offices held by Protestants and Catholics.
Now, I am not speaking of religious denorhi-
nations—I am speaking of nationalities, and
of the right of the French population of
Canada to a fair share of the public patron-
age. That is the least that we have a right
to expect, in view of the liberal treatmient
that we extend to the English-speaking
minority in our province. If youlook at the
official returns, you will see that the English-
speaking population of Quebechas more offices
than it is entitled to by its numbers ; but our
leaderssay ‘“ majoritiesarestrongandoughtto
rely on their strength,and tryto do morethan
justice to the minority, so that they may
feel that they are well treated.” This is the
way we act in Quebec. 'Why is it that the
contrary- is the case here?. I know it is

I would not object to |

English—let us all be Canadians.” Well,
we of Quebec are ready. We do not claim
to be French ; we are Canadians. If thein-
justice were confined to the customs offices in
Montreal, I could understand that it was
accidental ; but I find it is the same In
every Government office in that city. The
same principle is carried throughout, and it
looks as if the Government were acting on &
settled policy. It is that of which I com-
plain. To show that it is a regular rule, let
me refer you to the condition of affairs at
Quebec. It is well known that Quebecis @
French city, yet in the custom-house there
you will find about the same thing that we
complain of in Montreal. Formerly, the
collector of customs at Quebec was a French-
Canadian: now he is an Englishman and
his assistant is also English.  Take Sher-
brooke, where the French outnumber the
English two or three to one, aud again we
find the collector of customs is English.
have looked through the figures and I find
that it is about the same everywhere. At
Quebec, Mr. Blanchet, the collector of cus-
toms, was replaced by Mr. Forsyth, but we
never complained. In Montreal, Mr. De-
lisle was collector of customs, forty or fifty
years ago. When he died an Englishman
was appointed; he wassucceeded by another
Englishman, and he again by another-
Who will fill the office next?  An
Englishman, if rumour be true. Now,
is that right? I ask any man whether it 15
fair to the French population? It is quite
evident that there is a fixed determination
to keep French Canadians out of office. It
is a knowledge of these facts that has led
me to bring this matter before the House,
Although I do not represent Montreal, I am
an elector there. I am not only a citizen of
the province of Quebec, but I am a repre-
sentative of the Dominion in this Housé
and especially of the province of Quebet
and T am only doing what I conceive to be
my duty in bringing up this matter.
others are here for their own pleasure OF
advantage, I feel that I- am here for somé
thing else. T am here to see that justice 13
done to every man, irrespective of his cree
or nationality. I found thatothers neglecte
to take up this matter, and I felt bound 12
honour and conscience to discharge the duty
which they have overlooked, = Ttis repugnm}t‘
to me, because I dislike to bring up thi®
matter so often, but when I see my duty
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f‘}ﬁ:ﬂy before me I do not seek to do merely
t I like best, but what I believe and

know t be right,

forlon Mr. PROWSE—Tt is rather un-
i, ate that such a question as the one
POfl\nced by the hon. member from Dela-
Udiére should he discussed in this House.
bee&ve no doukt at all that had this question
quin bI‘Ol'lght before the Government in a
F et, private way, the influence of the
Sufﬁn?h nationality would have been quite
ecl?fl_t to secure justice for that race in
avcwll Service of this country. I would
bef: thought also that the hon. gentleman,
to t}:e taking up the complaint in reference
rea] € comparatively distant city of Mont-
en, d’ Would have looked closer to home, and
®avoured to correct the same fault which

%‘“ be apparent to him here every day.

oﬁie find in this very Chamber that every
eXtie on the floor of the House, and even

ding beyond the chamber to the post
na';e’ 18occupied by a gentleman of the French
beey, "2ity ; and I do not think there has
whn any word of complaint by the majority
Qreat elong to other races. It would be a
at g, Injustice for us to take up this matter
of Me Present time in reference to the city
offic Ontreal, or any other city, and say to
«, s who are not of French extraction
WZ U must make room for other men, because
in Jdust have fairly balanced nationalities
vé’“bhc. offices.” I think it would be
that,ry unjust thing ; but I would say this,
argy 8 vacancies occur it becomes a strong
in thment in favour of those not represented
f"ienfise Positions that they should have their
they Placed there to fill up vacancies as
no Z occur. In this chamber there has been
Exy lg,“'atlon and no demand made for an
glmh*speuking clerk since the death of our

r o ented Mr. Adamson ; but I take it
whig"anffed that when a vacarcy occurs—
the I hope will be a long time hence—
an g vernment will see their way to placing
in othngllsh-speaking clerk at our table and
i er offices where there are none now. It
‘}llesgist unfortunate for Canada that this
sho \JJdon’ and questions of a similar nature,
It s discussed in our legislative halls.
Dot calculated to bring about that
atio Sh}l{ which should exist between all
Nalities in this chamber. The English
Ple have their national feeling ; the Scotch
theple- also have their national sentiment ;
Tish, the Germans and the Dutch have

f.l;iend

each their national feeling, as well as our
French-Canadian friends ; and I say that if
we wish to build this Canada of ours into a
strong patriotic nation, we must endeavour
as far 'as possible to bury national prejudices
and unite for the common good.

Hon. Mr. BOWELLBefore this motion
is put, I have a few words to say, more par-
ticularly as the remarks made by the hon.
gentleman who proposed the motion refer to
a department over which I have had the
honour to preside for some thirteen or four-
teen years : therefore, I may be excused if
I refer very briefly to some of his statements.
Hon. gentlemen will ungerstand that in all
filling of positions in the outsille service
the Minister must necessarily, as a rule, take
the advice of those who represent the con-
stituency: and I am quite satisfied that if
the hon. gentleman had paid a little closer
attention to the positions of the officials in
the customs .in Montreal at the present
time, he would not have made the complaint
to which we have listened in reference to
the relative positions held by the different
nationalities. I fully accord with the remarks
made by the hon. gentleman from Prince
Edward Island who has just spoken, depre-
cating the introduction of questions of nation-
ality or of religion in our legislative halls.
However, if a minority of either class of
people, whether religious or national, feel
that they have not been fairly treated, I do
not say that it is improper that these griev-
ances should be brought to the notice of the
Government and that justice should be done,
if any injustice is found to exist. I think
that I can appeal to some of the gentlemen
of the same nationality as my hon. friend
who made this motion, that so far as my
administration of the affairs of the customs
for some thirteen or fourteen years was
concerned, where I thought an inequality
existed, and opportunities presented them-
selves, without turning men out of office who
had been appointed long before I assumed
the responsibility, I took good care when
these vacancies' did occur that the nation-
ality of the people who thought they had
been aggrieved was not forgotten. Now
during the last year of my tenure of office
as Minister of Customs a large number of
changes were made in the city of Montreal.
I can make the same explanation here that
I made in the Lower House when this ques-
tion came under discussion. There were
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several old officials who had been appointed
long before this Governement came into
power, and whose age unfitted them for the
due performance of the work allotted to
them. They were, to alarge extent, English-
speaking people, and in the superannuation
no new appointment was made from the
outside service, but the next in order receiv-
ed his promotion, and if you look at the
status of these officers to-day you will find
that a French gentleman was promoted to
the highest position under the collector—
that is the surveyor of customs—who' can
by gradation rise to a $2,500 per annum
salary ; you will find that he is a French
gentleman and that he succeeded a Scotch-
man. If you take the cashier, who was super-
annuated on account of age and infirmity,
you will see that I promoted a French gen-
tleman to his position, simply because he was
next in order, to use a common expression,
and that he desérved his promotion. The
chief clerkship is also in the same position, as
are a number of other offices. I have the
civil list under my hand and it shows that.I
have pursued precisely the same course, but
T never asked the question as to whether the
man who was under the chief of that parti-
cular branch at the time was French, Irish,
English or Scotch; but when I found that
he was entitled to promotion, that his ser-
vices and his character and assiduity in the
performance of his duties justified it, he was
promoted ; and that is the course that has
been pursued continuously in the adminis-
tration of the department.. I have in my
office a statement of the principal offices in
the city of Montreal and by whom they are
filled. - If the hon. gentleman will refer to
it, he will find that nearly nine out of ten of
the principal offices are filled by gentlemen
of his race. I do not say that they should
not be there. Most of them entered the ser-
vice at a low grade and a small salary and
gradually reached the top by promotion.

Now, I am not prepared to say what will be |

the action of the Government in filling the
position which has unfortunately been
rendered vacant through the death of
the late collector, who, as every one
knows, was incapable of doing a wrong
act to any class of people, no matter what
their religion or nationality might be. I am
not at present prepared to say who may be
his successor, but I think the hon. gentle-
man stepped a little beyond the mark when
he enumerated so .many Englishmen who

had filled the position after the death of Mr-
Delisle. Mr. Delisle was succeeded by M
Simpson, the old collector formerly appoin

in Kingston. I am speaking from memory
now, and if I am incorrect I shall be gi
to be corrected by any gentleman who may
be 