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THE DEBATES

OF THE

SENATE

OF

CANADA

IN THE

SIXTH SESSION OF THE SEVENTH PARLIAMENT OF CANADA, APPOINTED TO MEET
FOR DESPATCH OF BUSINESS ON THURSDAY, THE S8ECOND DAY OF
JANUARY, IN THE FIFTY-NINTH YEAR OF THE REIGN OF

HER MAJESTY QUEEN VICTORIA

Ottawa, Thursday, Jan. 2nd, 1896.

N Tae SPEAKER took the Chair at 2.30
.m,

PravEsgs,

THE SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

At Three o’cl
the Rig o’clock p.m., His ExcELLENCY,

ht Honourable Sir JomN CAMPBELL
AMILTON-GORDON, Earl of Aberdeen; Vis-
‘?1?‘111‘9 Formartine, Baron Haddo, Methlic,

arves and Kellie, in the Peerage of Scot-
land ; Viscount Gordon of Aberdeen, County
of Aberdeen, in the Peerage of the United
Kingdom ; Baronet of Nova Scotia, Knight
Grand erss of the most distinguished order
of St. Michael and St. George, &c., &eo.,
‘Governor General of Canada, being seated
on the Throne, The Speaker commanded the
* Usher of the Black Rod to proceed to the

ouse of Commons and acquaint that House,
';;' It 1s His Excellency’s pleasure they

tend him immediately in this House,” who
) INg come with their Speaker, His Excel-
ency the Governor General was then pleased

ttg b%%%nli?\; ezession by a gracious Speech

Eon?}uemble Gentlemen of the Senate :
ntlemen of the House of Commons :
In accordance with the announcement made
«during the last Session, Parliament has been sum-
‘noned somewhat in advance of the usual period.

.| the Manitoba

The bountiful harvest with which Canada has
been blessed is a cause for the deepest thankful-
ness to the Giver of all gogd.

I congratulate you upon the evidence of increas-
ed activity in the various branches of commerce
and industry.

Several such indications have come under my

rsonal observation duringa tour made recently
n the North-west Territories and British Colum-
bia. In particular, I noticed the extension of
mining enterprigse in British Columbia, where the
vast mineral resources are in certain localities be-
ing now developed and utilized upon something
like an adequate scale.

A special feature of the same tour consisted in
the opportunities obtained for visiting a number
of the Indian Reservations and also the Indian In-
dustrial Schools. On . the former I was received
with hearty demonstrations of loyalty and good-
will, while in connection with the latter the proofs
of rroﬁciency and intelligence on the part of the
children were highly encouraging. -

As to the work of the Indian Department asa
whole, the manner in which it is directed and ad-
ministered appears to be very satisfactory.

A reference to these topics would be incomplete
without an allusion to the valuable services of the
North-west Mounted Police, which may justly be
regarded by Canadians generally as ind ble,
under present conditions, to the well-being of
those extensive and promising portions of the Do-
minion in which they are stationed.

Immediately after the prortg‘g‘ation of Parliament
my Government communicated through the Lien-
tenant-Governor of Manitoba with the Government
of that province, in order to ascertain upon .what
lines the local authorities ot Manitoba would be
prepared to promote amendments to the Acts
respecting education in schools of that province,
and whether any arrangement was possible with

éovernment which would render
action by the Federal Parliament in this connec-
tion unnecessary. I regret to say that the advisers
of the Lieutenant-Governor have declined to enter-
tain favourably these suggestions, thereby render-
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ing it necessary for my Government in pursuance
of its declared policy to introduce legislation in
regard to this subject. The papers will be laid
before you.

I am happy to inform you that the representa-
tions of my Government and the suggestions of the
Ottawa Conference respecting steamship com-
munication have resulted in an announcement by
the Imperial authorities of their willingness to
grant a substantial subvention towards the At-
lantic portion of the scheme. This will, I trust,
ensure the successful establishment of a line of
steamers between the United Kingdom and
Canada, which, in point of speed and equipwment,
shall fully meet all requirements.

My Government have also learned with satisfac-
tion that it is the intention of the Secretary of
State for the Colonies to appoint a Committee to
consider a proposed Pacific Cable to connect
Canada with Australasia. You will, I am sure,
share the gratification with which my advisers
welcome these announcements as affording further
evidence of the desire of Her Majesty’s Govern-
ment to draw closer to each other and to the
motherland the outlying portions of the Queen’s
Dominions. The papers on these subjects will also
be submitted to you.

Your attention will be asked to measures
intended to provide for the better arming of our
militia and the strengthening of Canadian
defences.

The growth of population in the North-west
Territories as disclosed by the last enumeration
calls for additional representation in Parliament.
A Bill for this purpose will be laid before you.

I am happy to be able to inform you that the
Commissioners appointed by Great Britain and the
United States for the purpose of delimiting the
boundar‘); between Alaska and Canada have con-
cluded their labours and have signed a joint report
for presentation to their respective Governments.

Thié report will be laid before Parliament in due|

time.

At the request of the Right Honourable the
Secretary of State for the Colonies a delegate of
tuy Government visited England last summer to
confer with the Imperial authorities upon the
question of C(:}){right. His report will be laid
before you, and I doubt not that this subject will
again receive your earnest attention.

You will also be asked to consider measures for
the extension and development of our trade in
agricultural products with the United Kingdom,
and other markets. :

Gentlemen of the House of Commons ;

The accounts of the past and the estimates for
the ensning year will be laid before you, The
latter have been framed with every regard for
economny consistent with the requirements of the
public service. :

You will be pleased to learn that the revenues
of the country show a gradual and continuous
increase, and that the promised equilibrium
between income and expenditure on Consolidated
Fund account for the current year bids fair to be
realized.

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

I commend these subjects and others which may
come before you to your earnest consideration, re-

lying upon your wisdom and prudence under the
Divine guidance to discharge with dignity and ef-
fect the high trust committed to your care.

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

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill “An Act relating to Railways.”—
(Sir Mackenzie Bowell.)

THE ADDRESS,
MOTION. :

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

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL
moved that the Senate do take into consider-
ation the Speech of His Excellency the
Governor General, on Wednesday next, at
three o’clock in the afternoon.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate then adjourned.

THE SENATE.
- Ottawa, Twesday, January 7th, 1896.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at eight-
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
NEW SENATORS.

The following Senators were introduced,
and having taken the oath of office and
signed the roll, took their places :

Hon. Sir Wm. Hales Hingston.
Hon. Josiah Wood.

Hon. James O'Brien.

Hon. Joseph O. Villeneuve.
Hon. William Owens,

THE MINISTERIAL CRISIS.

Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I have
an important statement to make to the
House. Since the opening of Parliament
seven of the ministers have tendered their
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resignations to the Prime Minister, which
were submitted to the Governor General
and accepted by His Excellency. The resig-
Dations which have thus been accepted are
thos? of the Hon. Geo. E. Foster, Minister
of Finance ; Hon. John Haggart, Minister of
Ra,llwa,ys and Canals ; Sir Charles Hibbert
Tupper, Minister of J ustice ; Hon. W. B.
ves, Minister of Trade and Commerce;
Hon. A. R. Dickey, Minister of Militia and
Defence ; Hon. W. H. Montague, Minister
of Agriculture, and Hon. John F. Wood,
Controller-of Customs. At the next meet.
Ing of the House I hope to be in a position
to state definitely what course the gov-
©rnment has taken or intends to take
under the circumstances, and considering
the gravity of the situation I have to ask
that when the House adjourns to-night it
s?ﬂnd adjourned until to-morrow at eight
o'clock. Tt is not usual, I believe, upon
‘0ccasions of this kind to make explanations
at any length until the action of the govern-
ment, whatever it may be, has been taken
In reference to the filling of vacancies, or
the organization and formation of a new
8overnment. I shall act on this occasion in
accordance with English precedent. I have
Simply to say, in addition to the remarks
Wwhich I have already made, that I believe
1n another Place one of the gentlemen who
::tl!‘ed from. the Cabinet has made a
'&t:t‘t’x:nt t;glving his reasons therefor.
.'¢ Dot yet had an opportunity of
;?;‘dmg 1t, but casually heard s%?noe of it,yand
to-nlim}fgm a position to discuss the subject
enceg - I must, therefore, ask the indulg-
wha 0I the Hquse for at least 24 hours,
dea.ln L shall be in a much better position to
ma.k‘wmh t'ha,t. statement as it deserves. In
shirl:ng this request, I have no desire to
devolv. any of the responsibilities which
in 4 ¢ upon the head of the government
the %aung with the matters referred -to in
seid Ipﬁech from the Throne. As I have
’ vo a::fnoteseen the statetll;ent to which
erred, nor was that courtes
f::z:d:glto me, as the head of the goverrgr
that it anding me a copy of it, in order
theref might be dealt with properly. I,
" Ore, ask the House to permit me to
}Ii::sgotl;l: the matter until it appears in the
on its orrow, when I can deal with it
me i merits. If my ears did not deceive
D What I heard of it, I can only
say that it was unealled for, that it was
undignified, that, it was unfair to the head

of the government, for the time being. To
say that much is, I think, saying very little.
I leave that to the gentleman who thought
proper to make the statement, and if it
satisfies him and his friends, I can only
appeal to the judgment of the country, in
defence of the course which I have taken.
I shall add this, however—the declaration
that I made in this House just before its
prorogation last year in reference to the
future policy of the government upon the
great question which is agitating the people
of this country, will be, so far as I am con-
cerned and so far as I can influence, carried
out to the letter. I have yet to learn that
it is my duty as a public man to do other-
wise. Having enunciated a principle, firmly
believing as I did, and as I supposed all my
colleagues did, that it was a sound principle
—that it was but duing justice to a portion
of this Dominion and maintaining the pro-
visions of the constitution, and giving to a
portion of Her Majesty’s subjects who have
been deprived of their rights that which
the constitution and the highest court of
the realm stated that they were entitled to—
I feel it my duty, as far as in my power lies,
to see that the remedy is given. It is to me
a subject of deep regret that any difference
of opinion should prevail among gentlemen
who had formed a deliberate opinion upon a
course which, I regret to say, led one of my
colleagues in whom I had the most un-
bounded confidence and respect to leave the
government last year, because we did not
act at that time, and because we asked for
delay in order to give the province whose
autonomy it is asserted will be interfered
with, time at least to consider the grave
question with which they and which we
had to deal. We were accused of having
no other desire but to so put off and delay
the question that it might be ultimately
defeated (to use a familiar but not very
elegant expression) by some fluke. 'Whether
that was the intention of those who have
taken a different course from the gentlemen
who have remained in the Cabinet, I am
not prepared to say. I shall content my-
self at the present moment with the few
remarks that I have made, and when the
proper time arrives, when it will be necessary
to deal with the statement which has been
made in another place, I trust I shall be
enabled to make such an explanation in
reference to myself personally-—the state-
ment to which I have referred having had



6 [SENATE]

relation to me to some extent—and to the
policy of the government of which I have
been for some little time the head, as will
be satisfactory to the Senate. I now move
that when this House adjourns to-night it
stand adjourned until to-morrow evening at
eight o'clock.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I do not rise to oppose
the motion of the hon. leader of the House,
but to express my regret and the regret of
the House, and I think also of the people
of Canada, that the Premier has not
availed himself of the earliest opportunity to
give an explanation of the extraordinary
circumstances which have transpired within
the last three days. It was a matter of
very great surprise not alone to you, hon.
gentlemen, but also to the people of Canada,
when on Monday morning it was announced
that seven members of the Cabinet had
resigned. So unprecedented a step was new,
not only in the history of Canada, but to
most countries under constitutional govern-
ment. It was but one year ago, when the
great Conservative party of this country felt
that there was but one man who could
properly be selected to fill the place rendered
vacant by the death of the late Sir John
Thompson. The press of this country, and
the public sentiment of the party to which
the hon. gentleman belongs, singled him out
as the very best man to unite the party at
that time. We should hear, and I think
the country has a right to know, the causes
that have led to this extraordinary diver-
gence of opinion in the short period of one
year. Iunderstand an explanation has been
made in another place by a gentleman who
was the Minister of Finance, and if he has
been correctly reported in the newspaper
that was published this evening, our surprise
is all the more increased. He is reported
to have said :

There is no disagreement between ourselves and
the Premier upon any question of public policy,
trade or constitutional question with regard to
which action has alread %een taken, or in respect
of which an attitude has been assumed by the
government under the present Premier.

That statement seems very extraordinary.
It makes an explanation all the more neces-
sary at the earliest possible period that it
can be given. What is the deduction?
What is the insinuation thrown out? That
the Premier of this country is not mentally
capable of leading the party which he was

selected to lead a year ago. I scarcely think
that the opinion of the people of Canada
will confirm the statement made by the ex-
Minister of Finance. Certainly the universal
verdict will be that the time selected for the
resignation was in all respects a most extra-
ordinary one and a very unfair and improper
one. No later than last July the govern-
ment announced, in a written statement.
solemnly arrived at, a particular line of
policy to be pursued in reference to this un-
happy question which has disturbed the
people of this country for the last three
years. There was no hint then of a want of
unanimity in the personnel of the adminis-
tration; but need I go back five or six
months? Why, only last week, in this
chamber, His Excellency’s advisers placed a
paper in his hands in which they laid down
their policy in reference to this important
question ; and yet before this speech is

answered, before the ink is dry, we
find that seven gentlemen leave the
cabinet, giving the public no ex-

planation other than the meagre one
that was given in another place to-day. I
say it is most extraordinary and is entirely
without precedent. English history affords
but one instance of its having occurred, and
that was in the reign of Charles the Second ;
but my recollection is that in Canada no
event of a similar character has occurred,
except in reference to the manner in which
the late Sir Allan McNab was driven from
the premiership. But in that case the cir-
cumstances were different, and there was no
striking below the belt. Sir Allan McNab
had been in feeble health and not like the
Premier, who has shown extraordinary
vigour in the last few months. He was not
able to remain in the chamber for any
length of time, and the public press of
Upper and Lower Canada demanded that a
change should be made. A question came
up in the House, not a very important one,
in which the government were defeated on
what was known as the double majority ;.
that is, they were unable to command a.
majority of members from Upper Canada
and Lower Canada, and that was made a.
pretext for the change, and Sir Allan Mec-
Nab reluctantly was obliged to retire, in
consequence of four of his ministers resign-
ing. That is the only instance in Canadian
history of a similar event occurring,
and I think it is a matter of very great
regret that such an incident has come
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up in our day. The injury done to the pub-
lic men of this country by acts of this kind,
18 very serious. We all desire that the public
men of Canada, no matter to which political
party they may belong, should stand well
In the eyes of the people. The position of a
ministhr of the Crown should be a synonym
for honour and integrity and for all that is
high and proper. Although charges may
from time to time be brought against minis-
ters, it has never in the past been charged
that they could be guilty of a conspiracy
against their leader, and, therefore, I feel it
18 & matter of great regret, and when the
futu}'e historian of Canada comes to refer to
the incident it will be marked with severe
censure. I think, therefore, it would be
very much better if the leader of the House
and the Premier of this country could him-
:ﬁlf have given his explanation of the causes

at have given rise to this extraordinary
revolt. Ttis not necessary for him to be
obliged to comment upon the utterances of
gentlemen who have made their statements
In the other Chamber. We should have pre-
ferred to hear from himself what he believes

to be the causes which have led to this
extraordinary action.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate then adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottazwa, Wednesday, January 8th, 1896.

, THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Eight
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

NEW SENATORS.

an'(ll‘he following Senators were introduced
0d having taken the oath of office and
sigued the roll took their seats :

Hon. James Cox Aikins.

Hon. (eo Bernard B
. aker.
Hon. Michael Adams.

THE LATE SENATORS KAULBACH
AND MURPHY.

ThHon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
e sad event which occurred this afternoon,

by which the Senate has lost one of its
oldest and most respected members, makes
it incumbent open me to pay a tribute of
respect to his memory. It was with surprise
and deep regret that I was informed this
afternoon of the sudden death of the late
Mr. Kaulbach. The event only impresses
upon us the uncertainty of life. Last night
about 10 o’clock Mr. Kaulbach met me with
half a dozen gentlemen who were standing
about, and in his usual jocular manner asked
me whether they were all applying for the
vacant portfolios. Little did any of us think
that the Senate should be called upon, in
less than twenty hours afterwards, to la-
ment his death. It is impossible for me to
refer to our late colleague in terms suitable
to the occasion. I canonly say that I express,
I am sure, the sentiment of every one here
present when I state that we not only deeply
regret his death, but that we sympathize to
the fullest extent with his family and con-
nections in their bereavement. It devolves
upon me also to refer to the death, since last
session, of one of the oldest and most respect-
ed members of the Senate-—a man, from
what I knew of him, who had not an enemy
in the world, one who was esteemed—renow-
ned, in fact,—for his charity and his good
deeds. I speak of the late Edward Murphy,
senator from Montreal. It hasbeen my me-
lancholy duty since I have occupied a seat
in this honourable House to refer at each
session, in terms of regret and also in terms
of praise, to some of its members who have
been taken from us by death. I shall not
enlarge upon the subject ; those who knew
the two gentlemen better than I did, can
speak of their good qualities and of their
virtues, not only at greater length but much
more effectively than I possibly can.- Under
these circumstances, I shall ask the House
to adjourn until to-morrow at three o’clock,
when I shall be in a position, beyond &
doubt, to state what course the government
intend to pursue in reference to the vacant
portfolios. I make this positive statement
in order that the Senate, and the popular
body, and the people may no longer be held
in suspense on & question of such a grave
character and of such momentous import-
ance to the country. I have nothing to a:dd
further than to remove a misapprehension
which I am led to believe exists in the
minds of some of the honourable Senators,
and others, who listened to my closing re-
marks last night when referring to my late
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colleagues who had retired from the govern-
ment. I was understood to impugn the
truth of the statement made by the late
Finance Minister in regard to their po-ition
upon the great question which is dividing
the people of Canada to-day. I had no in-
tention of leaving the impression upon the
minds of my hearers, or insinuating that
those gentlemen were not honest, or that
they intended to abandon the policy which
had been adopted last year and which was
re-affirmed this year in the speech from the
throne. If any such impression was left
upon the minds of those who heard me, I
wish to disabuse them of any thought that
there was a desire on my part of casting such
an imputation upon them. I take it for
granted that after being parties to the
speech which was placed in the hands of
the representative of our sovereign, and
after the statement made by Mr. Foster in
the House of Commons, they were in full
accord with the policy therein enunciated,
and that there was no difference of opinion
upon that great question between my<elf
(whom they rather belittled and to which I
shall not refer at the present moment) and
themselves. Another false impression has
been published in the papers and insinuated
by members; in justice to Sir Charles
Tupper, Baronet, I wish to say that his visit
to Canada was at my special request and
for the purpose of giving us his valuable
assistance and advice upon two great ques-
tions which we proposed to consider—to
give us information, so far as he could, as
to the policy of the British Government in
aiding the establishment of a fast line of
steamers between England and Canada and
the proposed Pacific cable. I make this
statement in justice to the High Com-
missioner, who is now in Canada, and to
whom many improper motives have been
ascribed. I have nothing further to say
upon that point beyond assuring the Senate
that his visit to Canada was upon a cable
sent to him by myself for the reasons that I
have indicated. These are questions which
will be discussed in the future and which I
have no doubt will receive that considera-
tion due to subjects of such magnitude. I
move that the House do now adjourn.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—In reference to the
allusions which the leader of the House has
made to the death of two senators, I feel that
I voice the sentiments of every member in

this chamber when I join the premier in
giving expression to our sorrow at the loss
which this country, and this chamber par-
ticularly, has sustained in the death of the
two hon. gentlemen to whom he has referred.
The death of Senator Kaulbach came with
such extreme suddenness that it has $een a
shock to all of us. Death at all times gives
a shock, but to-day at three o’clock, when
many-of us were present at the time the
spark of life was leaving our friend, the
shock was a very severe one. Senator
Kaulbach had, up to a few moments before
his death, been as light hearted as usual,
giving expression to jovial sentiments,
joking with his friends, several of whom
were with him at the time he fell in the
corridor. I had myself a pleasant conver-
sation with him but a very few hours be-
fore, and arrived at¢ the scene just at the
time life was departing. Senator Kaulbach,
under a somewhat brusque exterior, was a
gentleman who had very kindly feelings.
He was an eminent lawyer, and took a very
great interest in the aflairs of parliament,
and it was universally admitted that in the
committees his sympathies were always with
the weaker party. I am quite sure tha:
every member of this chamber will unite in
giving expression to feelings of sympathy
at the terrible loss which his family
have sustained in his sudden death. Re-
ferring to our friend, Senator Murphy,
I am sure there is a universal regret
among all of us at his being taken away.
Senator Murphy was very much more
advanced in years than Senator Kaul-
bach. T think there must have been a
difference of at least fifteen years. Senator
Murphy had gone beyond the three score and
ten span of life, but his activity up to the
last moment of his life was singularly great.
A kindly gentleman, having no enemies, full
of ambition to perform benevolent acts, he
was ever doing good. Associated with many
—in fact nearly all—of the charitable insti-
tutions of Montreal, he was not only a well
known, but a very much liked person in that
community. He had endeared himself to
every one who knew him. His manners
were so gentle, so sympathetic, so touching,
so kindly, that, as has been observed by the
premier, he was actually without an enemy.
His family have our deep sympathy, and I
am quite sure I am giving expression to the
feelings of every senator here when I say
that we deeply regret his loss.
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Hon. Mr. DICKEY —In view of the sad
and sudden catastrophe which has befallen
our departed friend, the Jate Senator Kaul-
ba.c.h, I cannot deny myself the melancholy
satisfaction of joining in the tribute of re-
spect to his memory. He was a contem-
porary of my own in his neighbourhood, and
2 member of the legislature of my native
Province for a considerable portion of the ten
years that I spent in the Legislative Council
of Nova Scotia, and he continued to repre-
sent the County of Lunenburg with great
adva.nta,ge to them and credit to himself for
8everal years after Confederation before he
Was called to this House. I am bound tosay
that he was a most diligent and painstaking
member of this House, and I must add that,
while he was a man of strong convictions,

© Was yet a man of generous impulses. He
of a ;Val‘m heart, and no one truly deserving
cor dajl I ever appealed to him in vain. T
th 12lly endorse what has been stated as to
€ character and conduct of our late re-
sPecped member, Scnator Murphy ; but re-
i\?!‘tlng fOr. & moment to my colleague from
ova Scotia I may say further, that while he
Was not without his failings—and which of
;xs 18—to state that is only to admit that
}:e was human, for we know that “to err is
lillman’ to forgive divine.” I trustthe House
;vla}i respond to the appeal which has been
- :wt:)a their sympathies in behalf of the
respont (Iild the family of our deceased and
of Il)xic ed friend. In conclusion, we may say
legislf::;’ a8 was said of one of the greatest
count ors, that while he was true to his
in thry and true to himself, he never failed
19 performance of duty. I feel, hon.
532;; emen, that, in the presence of a calamity
. dora’sfthe one which befel within the cor-
labo 8 of this House_ which had shared his
afte urs, and almost in my own presence this
rmoon, I am quite incapable of paying a
El‘oper tribute to his memory. We are all

Uman, and therefore we all unite in this
tribute to his memory

i;erotg_his. faults a little blind,

18 virtues ever kind.”

in Htl(::.HMr. POWER—The usual practice
to rest s 2}186 upon occasions of this kind is
may bo B ;:iﬁed with the observations which
ment a.n?lj the by the leader of the Govern-

rhaps. th e lea_dsar of the Opposition, with,
ﬁ Pﬁ» the addition of remarks by one or

0 others who were intimate friends of the
gentleman whose departure is taken notice

of. On the present occasion, however, I
venture to trespass on the patience of the
House for a few moments, because, I think,
these cases are somewhat exceptional. Mr.
Murphy was a gentleman with whom I was
not intimate. I had but a slight acquaint-
ance with him, but I knew him well enough
to know that he was, in the truest sense of
the word, a Christian gentleman; and I
think when one says that, he is saying a
great deal. My association with my deceased
friend, Mr. Kaulbach, wassomewhat different.
T have had a good deal to do with him ever
since I became a member of this House, and
although hon. gentlemen who have been
members of the Senate for any length of
time, are quite aware that we did not see
eye to eye on political questions, still, our
friendly personal intercourse was never in-
terrupted. A great many people who
regarded only the exterior, were apt to think,
perhaps, not as highly of him as if they had
known him better. He showed his
worse side to the public, being a
little brusque in his manner ; and he had a
pretty decided temper, generally expressing
his feeling vigorously and freely ; but, as
has been said by the hon. gentleman who
has just sat down, he had a generous heart ;
and I think I am safe in saying that there
was no member of this House to whom one
actually in need of help could apply with
more confidence. At his own home, in the
town of Lunenburg, he dispensed hospitality
on a scale that was almost princely. Every
friend who came to Lunenburg was as-
sured of being treated with the most free-
handed and lavish hospitality. Ashas been
said, he was particularly attentive to his
duties as a member of this House ; and al-
though I, myself, and a great many other
gentlemen, held upon many questions. views
differing from his, I think we are
all agreed that the late Senator
conscientiously entertained the sentiments
which he was wont to express; and
that although we might fight with him here
or in the committees, there was no ill-feel-
ing involved. T hope that his widow and
family may draw some slight consolation in
their affliction from the expressions of feel-
ing here to-night.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—I do not generally
take up very much of the time of this House,
but T feel that on the present occasion it is
almost impossible for me to refrain from
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saying a word in regard to our late friend
Senator Murphy. I knew him intimately
for over forty years, and what my hon. friend,
the senior member for Halifax (Mr. Power),
has said about him is strictly and perfectly
true. Not only would it have been hard to
find a better man, but I am safe in saying
that as good a man as Senator Murphy is
rarely to be found in any community ; and,
as the hon. Premier has very properly said,
I do not think he had a single enemy. That
is a very exceptional thing with a man who
has dealt so largely with the public in many
ways, having been one of the first merchants
of Montreal, and a member of a firm which
is probably better known throughout the
Dominion than almost any other. But Sen
ator Murphy, besides being a public bene-
factor, was accustomed to do good in a way
that many people would not take the trouble
to follow—that is to say, doing it in person.
Though he was a weak and delicate man, it
was his custom to go out to all parts of the
city, both day and night, on errands of
kindness. I doubt very much if there are
many men in the Dominion of Canada more
sincerely and truly beloved by their own
families. His widow is still so overcome
with grief that she can hardly receive or
converse with any one, and his daughters
were simply prostrated by the bereavement,
so that the doctors despaired of their lives.
He was a kind and good man in every
respect and to my knowledge he occupied
very many trying positions in the course of
the last forty years. It mattered not to him
to what party a man belonged : prejudices,
either in nationality or religion, had no hold
on him—if he could do good he was ready to
do it everywhere and at all times.

The motion was agreed to.

Senate adjourned at 8.45 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Thursday, January 9th, 1896.

Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE MINISTERIAL CRISIS.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
In the few remarks which I addressed to the

Senate ye-terday, I indicated that I should
be in a position to day to state definitely to the
House what course the Government propose
to pursue under the present trying circum-
stances. I need scarcely state that English
history furnishes no precedent for the posi-
tion in which we find ourselves to-day. There
have been many occasions upon which mem-
bers of a Cabinet have resigned their port-
folios and have broken up governments, but
there is no precedent that I have been able
to discover, nor have those who are learned
in the law, or who have made constitutional
practice their study, been able to put their
finger upon a single instance in which a
Cabinet, apparently united, met Parliament
and placed an address affirming the principles.
and policy of the Government in the hands.
of Her Majesty’s representative and then,
after having asked for an adjournment of
three or four days, in the interim between
the delivery of the address and the assem-
bling of Parliament again, that seven minis-
ters, or in fact any portion of a Cabinet, have
sent in their resignations. I need scarcely
say that we are, or have been, establishing
a precedent which I trust in the future, no
matter what party may be in power, will
not be repeated. For our own credit let us
endeavour to follow, as far as possible,
the precedents which we find in the
motherland. They have had a long
experience in constitutional goverhment.
Precedents have been laid down under the
constitution, which as you all know is very
elastic. They are not limited as many other
countries are, particularly the country to
the south of us where they have a written
constitution, within the provisions of which
they have to abide upon all occasions, unless
where disputes are carried to the Supreme
Court for a decision ; or the people of the
nation by a two-thirds majority may change
the provisions of that constitution. In this
country we are not so hampered. We have
had an illustration of it since the opening of
Parliament. We have had a government
meet Parliament with an avowed policy, and
in a few days afterwards a majority of that
Cabinet retire for reasons which were
given to the public in a statement made by
my late colleague, the Hon. Mr. Foster, ex-
Minister of Finance, speaking as he did for
thoce of his colleagues with whom he was
acting. Those reasons had no relation,
strange to say, to state policy. They
were not reasons which would justify
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members of the

nel government in re-
tiring from the Cabinet, unless there
Wwas  somethin in' the character or

reputation of its head which would warrant
thelr. leaving and refusing in future to
assoclate with him. Whether such a state
of things exists I leave to the judgment,
not only of this House, but of the country
In which I have lived for the last sixty-
two years. These gentlemen in their state-
ment make one important admission which I
§hal] read, because I am desirous of having
1t placed upon the records of the Senate,
though some portions of it reflect upon
myself—not upon my moral character,
Dot ugon my political character, for [ defy
any man whether he be a political opponent
or ?n ip?htica.l friend, from one end of the
nion  to the other, though I had
Ze""ed my constituency for gwenty-ﬁve
onsecutive years, during seventeen and a
g::lrter of which I have been at the head of
oy e of the most important departments in
e state—to put his finger upon a single
act of either political or moral dishonesty.

It may be thought that I feel somewhat
warm]

;‘n C(I)lme naturally, I think, to the conclu-
lif.;n that one who has been so long in public
sta,;,eznd has served under the most brilliant
mort mfen that have ever graced the Parlia-
the C:b' Canada, and who has remained in
&-quartemet for no less than seventeen and
retired T years while all the rest have either
at least,o‘r Passed away, must have something
his rote 1;1_ this -old gray head that justifies
Withstandl‘sn of a pos.ltion of that kind, not-
those tding the disparaging remarks of
which IInen who have left the Cabinet over
vate 1if preside. It is not my habit in pri-
ite, and still less in public life, to

OSt of my achievements and acquirements.

1 d(‘:‘aﬁl In this assembly knows better than
im taow illfitted I have been for the
upop:;" nt positions which have devolved
- tha:)% but I say this, and I desire to say it
and otl:: may be handed down to my children
ave 0(::!‘8, that whatever position in life I
CommOnupled’ whether it has been in the
in the 003 Of Canada, in the Senate, or
the b llllncll of my country until I reached
cal a.sg' est State office so far as politi-
e Pirationg _are concerned, I have
friend. sought, directly or indirectly, from
nds or from any one, for any of those
When as a young man I was

positions,
dragged from my business and asked to con-

Y upon a question of this kind. You

test a constituency, it was against my own
inclination that I became a candidate. I
positively refused until forced into it by the
party to which I have adhered, I hope with
fidelity, throughout my political life. I say
that because I am firmly of the conviction—
I dare say my friend who sits opposite me
will not acquiesce—that the maintenance of
the Conservative party in Canada is
essential for the prosperity and good of the
country. I make that explanation as a
reason why I have adhered from boyhood to
my early opinions. I know of no party that
has for the basis upon which it acts a more
firm and fundamental principle than that
of adhering strictly to the constitution that
guides us. Now, I do not desire to dwell
at any great length upon the personal part
of this explanation. I have however to state,
after a long life in this country, working
my way up from the printer’s desk to the
position which I hold to-day, that I can
appeal with satisfaction to the whole coun-
try, and more particularly to those with
whom I have been associated the most of
the time, to say whether I have faithfully
fulfilled the duties pertaining to the different
positions which I have filled, or whether I
have been a failure. I have been successful
in every position in life which I have held,
having risen to the top wherever I have
been placed. Even in the present trying
circumstances I hesitate notto say, and to say
it boldly—I would not have stated it had
not such reasons been given to the House
as the cause which induced these gentlemen
to leave the Government—that had I had
that loyal support which every Premier ought
to recetve in the arduous duties incident to
thegoverningof acountry, suchsupportas was
given most loyally to my late chief, Sir John
Macdonald, and SirdJohn Thompson, we would
have been just as successful in carrying on
the affairs of the Government as my prede-
cessors, though not possessed of their
measure of ability or political tact. No
one felt his inability more than I did
when I was placed at the head of
the Government, following such men
as the Right Hon. Sir John Macdonald, Sir
John Abbott and the Right Hon. Sir John
Thompson, whom we all knew and _revered,
not only individually but for their intellect
and their ability. Had not jealousy and a de-
termination to destroy the usefulness of the
head of the Government been firmly rooted in
the breasts of those with whom I was associat-
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ed, I flatter myself that we should have been
successful in carrying on the affairs of this
country. Now, for the purpose of placing
it on record, I shall read what Mr. Foster
stated in the House of Commons. He start-
ed out with this declaration :

I may say in the first place there is no disagree-
ment between ourselves and the Premier upon any
question of public policy, trade or constitutional,
with regard to which action has beenalready taken,
or in respect to which an attitude has been assumed
by the Government under the present Premier. I
beg also to say that we retain our firm belief in the
principles and policy of the Liberal-Conservative
party, with which we are in eatire accord, and of
which, in common with others, we have beeu and
will remain the exponents in so far as our ability
admits. We have lost none of our confidence in
the sound and healthy condition of the Liberal-
Conservative party of Canada, or of our belief that
it embodies a policy which the majority of the
electorate considers essential to the continued
welfare and progress of the country, or of our faith
that under firm and prudent leadership it will
come back triumphant from the polls.

In that respect, in sentiment and in feel-
ing, I am fully in accord with my late col-
league. He states that there has been no
difference of opinion between us. That being
the case, can any of you conceive why, after
the opening of the session, after the Speech
from the Throne has been given not only ta
Parliament, but to the whole country, you
should find seven members of the Cabinet
sending in their resignations, simply because
they did not like the gentleman with whom
they had been so long associating, some of
them for eight or ten years, and whose ability
and character they knew justas well as they
do to-day. I readily admit that I never
assumed to possess that gigantic igtellect
with which these gentlemen who have retired
from the Cabinet have been endowed. Not
at all. All T claim for myself is, moral
honesty, a firm conviction of what is right,
and determination under all circumstances,
whether it accords with the prejudices of one
party or another, to endeavour to carry out
what I believe to be for the best interests
of the country. Now comes the main part
of the explanation :

Thougly with many misgivings we agreed to
enter the Government under Mr. Bowell in succes-
sion to Sir John Thompson, we have nevertheless
unitedly and loyally striven to the best of our
ability to make it strong and effcient, and it has
been with growing regret that we have seen our
efforts in a measure of success less than that for
which we had hoped and striven. We are of the
opinion that the Liberal-Conservative party ought
to be represented by the strongest (Government

possible to be secured from its ranks, that the
necessity therefor was never greater than under
existing circumstances, and we believe that such a
Government can be formed without delay. This
we have repeatedly urged upon the Premier with
the result that we found ourselves face to face with
Parliament having a Government with its numbers
incomplete, and with no assurance that the present
Premier could satisfactorily complete it. Under
these circumstances we thought it our duty to
retire, and in this manner to pave the way, if
possible, for the formation of a Government whose
Premier could command the confidence of all his
colleagues, could satisfy the Liberal-Conservative
party, that its strongest elements were at its head
and impress the country that it had a Government
which was united and had power to govern. We
utfirm with the utmost sincerity that the action
we have taken has sprung from no feeling of per-
sonal dislike or personal ambition, but has been
solely dictated by our wish to sink all minor con-
siderations in the presence of our great desire that
the best interests of our country should be duly
conserved.

I might naturally, I think, askif thesereasons
were the sincere convictions of the gentleman
who wrote them, or of the others who acquiesc-
ed in the sentiments? If so, how is it that the
discovery was not made until we were in the
beginning of a session, until it was impossible
almost to proceed with the business of the
country without having not only a disinte-
gration of the Government itself,but treating
the people of the country with, I was going
to say, comparative contempt? Surely.my
colleagues knew my incapacity to govern
before the meeting of Parliament and
long before they sent in their resignations ?
Surely they could not have come to the opi-
nion in so short a period that I was unfit to
continue at the head of this Government?
What occurred between the writing of that
speech, the placing of it in His Excellency’s
hands, the meeting of Parliament, and the
delivery of that speech by His Excellency ?
‘What, I ask, could possibly have occurred, or
what have you been told occurred, during
those two or three days to lead them to the
conclusion which impelled them to take
so important a step as they have done? Had
they come to me previous to the meeting of
Parliament, had they met me in council and
said, ¢ We disagree with the policy which
you have laid down;” had they said that
there was, in any single particular, a differ-
ence of opinion upon the great issues that
were agitating the people of the country,
and they could not, by any possibility, be a
party to it; or had they gone further and
said, ¢ After one year and a quarter’s ex-
perience of you as head of the Government,
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we have lost confidence in your ability to
continue to direct the affairs of the country,”
then I could have understood it. Then I
could have said, “Take the reins of Govern-
ment; I will not stand in the way.” And

never shall stand in the way of the future
Success of that great party to which I have
had the honour of belonging from boyhood
up,and towards which I have done something
fOl' its prosperity and continuance in govern-
Ing.  You will note, however, one sentence
In this explanation which might leave a false
lpression upon the minds of the readers in
the country. T refer to this paragraph :—

This we have repeatedly urged upon the Premier,
VWV:E;“ t}'lje result thgt we fo}undgoursglves face to face
n“mber:rl_mment having a Government with its
the presenltﬂf)omp_lete, and wxj:h no assurance th}at
remier could satisfactorily complete it.

o dHe Says “ nevertheless we have unitedly
n loyally striven to the best of our ability
. fm3;k3 it strong and efficient.” That is
clerring to the Government. I shall not
Comment upon that statement. I could,
tl(l)we'ver’ chracterize it in other language than
ab in which the sentence is couched, and
I’Fore than that, with no less degree of truth.
rehen they state that they waited upon me
erge;tedly » In order to insist upon the Gov-
Thate:m being strengthened in its personnel.
in 18 quite true, but is there a single word
any of those sentences which would lead
ﬁ:ﬂor h@lght lead others, after what has
clude ‘:hlqured about the country, to con-
ment at it was the head of the Govern-
other €y were striking at instead of the
true thmembers o‘f the Government ? .It is
ot b at bhey'walted upon me and pointed
oran etneceSmty of strengthening the Gov-
Strenenh’ 3s all governments ought to be
view sg" Iened, and according to my own
o shoulfl acquiesce in any proposi-
tionsotthat k.md, a:nd the}'e were intim.a-
o b: those interviews pointing to certain
nion 01‘8 ﬁf the Government who, in their opi-
meant EE t to go out. Certainly they never
ment op, emselves, because from their state-
was con e would suppose that all the wisdom
were Otl‘::ntmted in theircraniums. But there
opinia rs of whom they had not such exalt-
Was ono 01;3‘; had they intimated to me that I
them, but T t;;?m, I should have made way for
days " ftor P eard nothing of that until two
eXp]a,na.t‘r arliament had met. I make this
nabure f‘“‘lll In order that I may show the
£ th OL their anxiety for the strengthening
of the Government, My hon. friend opposite

me has had some little experience during
the five years he had the responsibilities
of office resting on his shoulders. At least if he
had not, the newspapers of the day and rumours
of political opponents were not correct.
Having said that much in reference to this
explanation, and so far as it affects myself
personally, I leave it; and I leave myself,
whatever may be my future, in the hands
of my countrymen who can judge whether a
life of some 50 years, to a greater or less
extent spent in politics, in conducting a
journal advocating the policy of the party
with which T have been connected from its
inception until the present day, and about’
30 years of parliamentary life, justifies the
position that my late colleagues have taken
or the imputation which they have cast
upon my character and on my reputation
as a politician. I leave it to the country
and to those who know me, and to those
who do not know me—to those who
are directly my political opponents—to say
whether my conduct has ever been other-
wise than that of a straightforward, perhaps
a blunt politician, always ready to express
my sentiments and to cast my vote with my
party in the interests of the country, and
with some little ability at least. Now there
is another point which I think it is just as
well to deal with:—They say they retired
because the Government is not complete. Let.
me ask of those who have read parliamentary
history, let me ask of those who have had any
politicalexperience, whether it is a reasonwhy
men should desert a government because,
forsooth, one of its portfolios is not filled
up, while at the same time the country is
crying out and condemning the government
for having too many members—a condition
of  things for which they as well as myself
were responsible, and are responsible to-day.
I may add here that the instances which my
hon. friend who leads the Opposition men-
tioned the other day are not, I think—and
I say it respectfully—at all parallel with
the present case.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I did not profess that
they were—there was justification. There
are instances, but not paralle]l instances.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
There are instances of resignations,but not in-
stances of the peculiar nature which character-
izes these resignations, I have precedents
with which I shall not weary the House,
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further than to cite one or two which ought
to be accepted by even those gentlemen who
have left the Government, for this among
other reasons—it is the only political reason
in the whole explanation that they give why
they should leave the Administration of
which they have been a part. The record
shows that Sir Charles Tupper resigned the
office of Minister of Railways and Canals
un the 24th day of May, 1884. Parliament
met the following January. The Hon.John
Henry Pope was not appointed to succeed
Sir Charles Tupper until the 28th Septem-
ber, 1885, so that through oné long session
of six monthssome of these very gentlemen
sat in the House, while one of the portfolios
was vacant—that, too, one of the most im-
portant in the Cabinet. There is nothing to
indicate that one of them ever raised his
voice in protest. Then, again, the Hon. Mr.
Colby—and both gentlemen I may say have
been colleagues of mine—resigned the presi-
dency of the Privy Council on the 28th of
April, 1891. Parl'ament met the next day,
and it remained vacant until it was assumed
by Mr. Abbott in June, 1891, as Prime
Minister ; showing that in one of these cases
under tho leadership of my predecessars,
these same gentlemen remained, most of
them in the Cabinet, with a vacancy in the
government, and yet they did not find it in-
cumbent upon them under those circum-
stances to send either to Sir John Macdonald
or to Sir John Abbott their resignations.
Let me say this, and I hope it will not be
considered a reflectiorr on some of my party,
but I mean precisely what I say : The crisis
to a certain extent has been brought
‘about because, having a great question
before the country, the prominent men who
were most interested in having it settled did
not come forward and render that assistance
which under the peculiar circumstances they
should have done, no matter what personal
sacrifice it might have involved. It was
not a fight in Ontario for any particular
principle that they held dear, but it was
a fight for the maintenance in its entirety of
the constitution of thecountry. It wasa fight
in order to fix firmly upon the minds of the
people that under no circumstances could any
province be permitted to infringe on the
rights and privileges of any portion of its
people, no matter what their individual opi-
nion might be upon the questions which
have divided them. I look forward with very
grave apprehensions to the time when any

one province shall be permitted by the fed-
eral power to interfere with and deprive
any portion of its people of rights guaranteed
to them by the constitution direct or implied.
I have great faith in the liberality and patri-
otism of our French Canadian fellow citizens
of the province of Quebec, still I say what
is the fate of the minority in Manitoba to-
day, may be the fate of another minority and
another creed in another province to-mor-
row ; and that may be brought about by the
very fact that a majority is permitted to in-
terfere with and deprive a minority of its
rights. If we desire tomake this a great and
united country, if we desire to see one homo-
geneous people living together in peace and
harmony, we must learn to respect the
privileges and the sacred rights, either
implied or directly guaranteed by the
constitution. These are the views which I
hold on this question. I yield not my own
individual views upon political or religious
questions to any man. It isour pleasure to
be able to say that the Crown recognizes
the rights of every one of its subjects
throughout the empire, and if those rights
are infringed in any part of the world, it is
the duty, and not only the duty, but it
has been the policy of the crown, to exert
the power of the empire, if necessary,
to protect them. I -hope the time will
never come when the rights of any British
subject can be interfered with in any part
of the world with impunity. No doubt
there is much more that I could say on
that subject, but I do not propose to do so
at the present moment. There is, however,
one question connected with the affairs of
the government to which I think I may
fairly refer in order to place myself right
before the country. A debate took place in
the other chamber yesterday in reference to
an unfortunate disagreement arising from
anonymous letters which were received by me
charging one of my colleagues with miscon-
duct. It has been so put by some people as
to lead to the conclusion that I had some-
thing to do with this nefarious trans-
action. The facts are simply these,
and after stating them I shall leave it to the
House and the country to judge how far I
wasg justified in the course that I pursued.
We were sworn into office, after the death
of the Right Hon. Sir John Thompson, on
the 21st day of December, 1894, in the city
of Montreal. I received an anonymous let-
ter from Montreal, dated 18th December,
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1894, just 3 days before the government
had been sworn into office, charging Sir
Adolphe Caron with certain dereliction of
dpty, which if proved to be true would end
his political life. That letter was not sent
to His Excellency as has been stated in the
Dewspapers, nor were any of them sent to
the Governor General. They were sent to
me as the head of the government. I at
once placed that letter in the hands of Sir
dolphe Caron, as it was my duty to do.
He produced affidavits and evidence to show
that the charges which had been laid against
I were untrue, and to the satisfaction of
other parties whose names need not be intro-
duced in a debate of this kind. During the
Summer, Sir Adolphe informed me that he
. 80me sugpicions as to the writer. He
8aid that he had sent the letters to an ex-
Pert and a detective in New York in order
ascertain whether the anonymous letter

'® any of the characteristics of the letters
;:h'ch accompanied them. A report came
ack which he showed to me. I read it
carefully. T confess it was rather an ingeni-
%“s report, and my remark to Sir Adolphe
4ron was this—“ I know very little about
€xpert testimony of this kind, but I do not
gmcelve 1t possible that a Minister of the
a'rovm would write a letter of that kind to
nother colleague, and I would suggest to you
a. @ propriety of disabusing your mind upon
ehcduestion of that kind.”  He ssked  for
wasts iope but I had thrown it into the
men iy Mket-apd lost it. I suppose most
contin mﬁ' Position receive anonymous letters
fauit, ually, I often receive them, finding
form t‘f"th my colleagues and giving in-
b&skatlon. As a rule they go into the waste
Nove Or Into the fire. On the 9th
o ember, 1895, T received another letter
Purporting to come from the same party who
fgnt the first one. That T handed to
rst b olphe Caron, Comparing it with the
same 1:3 said that they were written by the
anto thand’ andagain he expressed his opinion
as T hag ‘:il'lber. I dealt with the matter then
of suffs one before. I did not consider it
insult aclent lmportance, on my part, to
plamtion%ne&gu.e by asking him for an ex-
I should hor laying it before him. Indeed,
to contin ave very little else to do if I were
brought b(l)le carrying the tales which are
. wise, abo e, either anonymously or other-
matter Ut one colleague or another. The
" reMained in the position which I

have described untij the day of the opening

S'ir

of parliament. After the opening, a gentle-
man belonging to the other House followed
me along the corridor to the Senate and
asked me about those letters. I gave him
no in‘ormation whatever, but asked him
what he knew about them. He then said
he knew that certain letters had passed and
that Sir Adolphe Caron had accused one of
his colleagues of writing them. I told him
that he should be careful abont using
such an expression, and that I doubted the
truth of 1it, although such letters had
been written. That same evening another
member of Parliament came to my residence
and asked me about the letters. He told
me what he had heard, and I asked him how
he obtained such information. The answer
was that it was the common talk in the
Albany Club in the city of Toronto. I then
came to the conclusion that it would ultim-
ately get into the press, and that my duty
to my colleague was to inform him of the
fact ; and, after consulting Sir Adolphe
Caron, I did so the next day. There is
the whole history, so far as I am concerned
of that transaction. Mr. Montague— I do
not blame him for it—felt very much annoy
ed and chagrined and asked, “ Why did you
not not tell me this before?” I said “for the
simple reason that I had no desire to create -
any animosity or illfeeling between you and
your colleague.” More than that, when Sir
Adolphe Caron told me that he intended to
lay the matter before His Excellency the
Governor General, I advised him not to do
80, for the reason that { knew it would create
a disturbance and in all probability lead to
the removal of these two gentlemen—that
it must necessarily do so—if the statements
were true. I was under the impression, and
am still, that we had quite enough difficulties
to contend with in the country without im-
porting into it a personal disagreement of
this character. I said at the timein fact on
both occasions, and I repeat now, that I
could not conceive it possible that any man
having the slightest regard for his own repu-
tation, or having regard for the solemn oath
which he had taken as a privy councillor,
could by any possibility be guilty of writing
anonymous letters, and therefore I treated
it in the manner that I have indicated
to this House until I heard that it had
become the common talk of the city of
Toronto, and then I deemed it my duty to in-
form my colleague of what had been said.
I think I may close by stating what it is
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proposed to do. I do so with a great deal of
diffidence, because I would much rather retire
from public life than once more go through
the ordeal to which I have been subjected
during the last week or ten days. If my
retirement from official life will aid in the
perpetuation of the principles of the Conser-
vative party, and keep that party where I
think it ought to be, that is to say,in power, it
would be a matter of smallmoment to me whe-
ther I retire from the position which I hold
or whether I leave political life altogether:
but so long as I am in this position I propose
to act in a strictly constitutional manner and
to do only that which is justified by law and
precedent. Should Ibe defeated, either in the
House or at the polls, it will be an honour-
able defeat, but to retire now, after having
been attacked in the manner already re-
ferred to without this explanation being
placed upon rccord, would, I con-
sider, be dishonourable and leave a stain
upon my reputation which I do not desire
to hand down to my family. I therefore
beg to state that after several interviews
with the Governor General respecting the
resignation of seven of my colleagues in the
cabinet, T yesterday waited upon His Excel-
lency for the purpose of tendering my resig-
nation. His Excellency intimated that
he was not at that moment prepared
to receive it. The chief reason for this
a titude on the part of His Excellency is
that the Speech from the Throne, although
presented to Parliament, has not yet been
considered, nor an expression of opinion
given by Parliament upon it It is regarded
by His Excellency as unfitting, that the
Premier, as head of the administration
responsible for that speech, should not have
a full opportunity of reviewing the situation
and testing the feelings of Parliament there-
on. Under these circumstances I deem it
my duty to endeavour, as far as in me lies,
to re-organize the Government. I, therefore,
move that when this House adjourns, it do
stand adjourned until Tuesday, the 14th
inst., at three p. m. If the House desires it, I
have no objection to making it Monday at
three p.m., or at eight p.m., whichever may
be desired. If I cannot succeed in re-organ-
izing the administration within the three
days, then I shall do that which is the con-
stitutional duty of every premier who finds
himself in such circumstances, namely, place
my resignation in the hands of His Excel-
lency. Let me say this, in closing, thab

although I am not going to pledge myself
publicly to the details of any measure which
may be proposed in Parliament, I wish it to-
be distinctly understood that whatever
government is formed, if I am to be its
leader, must be formed on the basis
of the principles enunciated in the
Speech from the Throne. I shall not con-
sent to be connected with any body of men
who are not prepared to carry out and hold
inviolable the pledges which were then
solemnly made to Parliament.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—In regard to the per-
sonal explanation given by the Premier, I
think he may rely upon receiving the
sympathy, not alone of his friends in this
chamber, but of the press of the country, as
well as of a great majority of the people of
Canada. The people of this country like to
see fair-play, and they cannot admit, I am
sure, that the course lately pursued towards
the Premier, can be called reasonable or
proper. The Premier has, apparently, as-
sumed that the reasons set forth in the
statement made by Mr. Foster in another
place, are the real reasons which prompted
the extraordinary course of the seven gentle-
men who have resigned. For my part, I am
not so credulous, nor do I think there is
any one in this chamber so credulous as to
suppose that their true and honest reason is
given in that statement. By their declara-
tions made from time to time, but
more particularly during the elections
recently held, the ministers led the
people of the country to believe that the
utmost harmony prevailed in the cabinet.
The electors who were addressed by the
several ministers in Montreal, Jacques
Cartier, Cardwell and elsewhere, were in-
formed that perfect unanimity existed among
members of the cabinet on all matters of
public policy, and on every possible occasion
a eulogy was pronounced upon the Premier
as being the best man for the position in the
whole of the party. Let me read some of
the recent utterances of these gentlemen, to
show how utterly inconsistent Mr. Foster’s
statement is with the expressions made use
of before public audiences. Messrs. Foster
and Hoggart met recently at a public meet-
ing in Smith’s Falls, and I wish to read from
the report of the Mail and Empire, a part
of the speech made on that occasion by Mr.
Foster. His remarks, I may say, were after-
wards acquiesced in by Mr. Haggart, who
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decla:red that Mr. Foster had given utterance
© his own sentiments. No doubt it was
Particularly mentioned that Mr. Haggart
8ave his adhesion to Mr. Foster’s remarks,
cause it was believed that Mr. Haggart
Was the only member of the government
who Was not what might be called sound on
the important measure then engaging the
attention of the government, namely, the
emedial Bill. Mr. Foster said :

thThey had perhaps learned from the Grit press

At their government at Ottawa was disunited and
A lﬁ:momhz?d. Having reassured hiin, as they had,
in at the Conservative party outside of Ottawa was
wi 1 health, he was there to demonstrate to them
M“ his two colleagues that were present.’ (Dr.
wontague was there also) and also for those that
o €T not present that the Conservative government

W, a8 of old, wasa government which was united

o0 1ts different lines of policy without a shred of
18union,

The Mail adds:

. BoHe bestowed a warm eulogy upon Sir Mackenzie
tiOwell. whose character, after 17 years administra-
N of one of the greatest departments of the

8overnment had not shown one trace of dishonesty
Or Incapacity.

Then, during the Cardwell election, which

&s fl:)ﬁ’i::: :the other day, Dr. Montague spoke

holl':g:; 17 years Sir Mackenzie Bowell had been an
BucCes:;%d member of the Government who had
Ment, llllly ‘}dﬂﬁnisbered the affairs of his depart-
could Juring all these 17 years not one mark
either Pla,c.eg‘l against Sir Mackenzie’s honesty
that 1!:' S & minister or as a public man. Not only
broad, ut the Premier had always favoured the
or Cest lines of policy, had always supported plans
ditiona;l:dl”‘n progress and development. In ad-
he haq j t_ha,‘t, first as minister and now as Premier,
the tj nvariably supported the stremgthening of
land, 8 which bound them to the dear old mother-

of f}iles; are the views of leading members
o € dissentient, faction who recently left
ieg‘?"e_mment. Does any hon. gentleman
thel; ‘l‘;,tln the face of these statements, and in
g. oI common sense, that the true reason
ment ;“IC:;:}'SG is given in Mr. Foster’s state-
eradulogs ink not. No one is so extremely
his is thas to believe for one moment that
think ha}g case. These hon. gentlemen, I
which hag € p]aced. themselves in a position
8Ny states r:llt’:ver hitherto been occupied by
—just one °n of Canada. On Thursday last
united cab; Week ago to-day—they were a
for Hi net. They had prepared a speech
Yy the Governor General in

His Excellgne
which tl21ey tacitly acquiesced in their leader’s

policy, or else they acted dishonestly and in
contraventionyof their oath of office. Hon.
gentlemen are no doubt aware that Privy
Councillors take a special oath to be loyal to
the Queen’s representative and to be true
and loyal to each other as well. Through
the mouth of His Excellency they informed
Parliament that they were prepared to bring
down a number of measures. Among other
things it was stated that it was nece:sary
for the government, in pursuance of its
declared policy, to introduce legislation in
regard to the subject of separate schools in
Manitoba. Not only that, but they also
intimated that they were prepared to submit
to Parliament a number of other bills rela-
ting to the strengthening of Canada’s mili-
tary defences, copyright and other mat-
ters. Then with extraordinary cant and
hypocrisy, they invoked the blessing of the
Divine Being upon their labours in these
words :

I commend these subjects and others which
may come hefore you to your earnest considera-
tion, relying upon your wisdom and prudence un-

der the Divine guidance to discharge with dignity
and effect the high trust committed to your care.

They committed themselves to these ex-
pressions on Thursday last. When the
House met after the speech had been deli-
vered, the Premier moved that this address
be taken up on the following Wednesday.
Mr. Foster, in the other chamber, gave
notice that the address would be taken up
on the following Tuesday, that is, last Tues-
day. Yet on Saturday it was notorious that
thesdsevengentlemenhad tendered theirresig-
nations—less than forty-eight hours after-
wards. Does any one suppose that within
that space of time they had come to the
conclusion that my hon. friend opposite was
incapable of carrying on the government any
longer, that up to that particular moment he
had all the mental vigour necessary for the
work of leading the administration of the
country but that within forty-eight hours he
had so lamentably deteriorated as to be unfit
for his post? The thing is too absurd for any
of us to place the slightest credence in it.
These gentlemen, I think, by their strange
conduct in placing not only both Houses of
Parliament but the representative of the
Crown in such an equivocal position, have
rendered it impossible that they can ever
again be the members of any cabinet, for
it is a very serious dereliction of duty,
not only as regards the Crown, but
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also in the matter of their attitude|say so with very deep regret, because I do
towards the head of the government. |feel that the constitution has been severely

I cannot, therefore, nor do I think the peo-
ple of the country will, accept the explana-
tion given. There is a reacon underlying
the public statement which has been made,
and I had hoped that we would have heard
that reason, which would account for the
extraordinary disturbance which has taken
place. The hon. leader of this House has
been frank and consistent in giving his
view ; he has accepted the explanation of
his former colleagues, but as for myself, in
the fice of the testimony which I have just
read, coming from three of the leading
members of the contingent, I cannot pos-
sibly do so. Their real motive, in my
opinion, was not only to make a change in
the personnel of the premiership, but also
to make a change in the policy of the
government. It is very well known that
the question which has unhappily divided
the people of Canada recently, and which
has been floating on the political horizon for
a great many years, had something to do
with it. Six years ago that question could
easily have been settled. Six years ago that
question was one which could have easily
been settled by diplomatic action, or could
have been settled in a variety of ways
which I do not now propose to comment
upon, but it was allowed to be badgered
about in the courts; petitions were pre-
sented here, and they were referred for
further consideration, and year after year
went by, until now six years have elapsed
since that burning question first arose, and
what has been the effect? That you have
divided the people of Canada into two
camps, and if we have an election to-morrow
the probability is that it will be on the sec-
tarian cry. It is now quite impossible to
discuss this question logically and from a
constitutional standpoint with' the great
mass of the people of Canada. They allow
their own prejudices to govern their judg-
ment, and therefore it is a hopeless thing
now to successfully obtain the approval of
the great body of the people of Canada in
support of the constitutional mode. I say
it with deep regret, and the press of Canada
is largely responsible for misleading the
people. They have pandered to their pre-
judices, until now it is absolutely impossible
to control them, and the question I recognize
to-day cannot be satisfactorily settled under
any legislation that we can inaugurate, I

wrenched by the action which the cabinet has
taken. It is very well known that there
were certain members of the government
that were always averse to that view of it,
and here we can recognize the very proper
action taken by the ex-Minister of Agricul-
ture when he felt bound to resign his seat
in the cabinet because he knew that, com-
posed as the cabinet was at that time, it
was hopeless that that question could be
settled satisfactorily in accordance with the
circumstances of the country, and it amply
justifies the position he took then and
that he has persistently held since
that day. With the province of Manitoba
now taking an aggressive attitude, it is hope-
less, even if we pass the bill here, to enforce
it. One can recognize how utterly impos-
sible it would be, in a measure of that kind,
that requires the co-operation and support
of the municipal authorities in the locality,
for federal legislation to prevail against the
hostile attitude of the province. Itis, I
think, a very unfortunate, and a very sad
condition of affairs. We hear a good deal
about the coercion of Manitoba. ‘Do not
coerce Manitoba ” ; but it is nothing to coerce
a small minority in that country, who are
dependent entirely upon the genercsity and
fairness of a large majority who have control
of public affairs. I do not think that it
speaks well for the majority in that country.
I think it is very unfortunate and very
unhappy ; and the very clause on which
Manitoba relies was a clause placed in the
constitution for the protection of the min-
ority in Quebec. Let me ask you, if the
rights of the minority in Quebec had been
encroached upon by legislation, would there
not have been an outcry all over the Domi-
nion? Do you think for one moment that
it would have taken six years to rectify it
Certainly not, there would have been found
ways and opportunities for very much
sooner vetoing the legislation and making
it inoperative. The majority of this coun-
try have not shown that generosity and
forbearance that they should in refer-
ence to a question of this kind. The people
have seized it, and having seized it, the pol-
iticians of the day are afraid of it. We find
all over, in the constituencies that are con-
trolled by the majority element, that they
are afraid to touch this question. They say
“do not coerce Manitoba,” as if we were
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extending the constitution beyond its legi-
timate limits. Manitoba came into the
government with a constitution which is
plain to be read. The minority were pro-
tected by certain clauses have been absolu-
tely swept away, and when we come to dis-
cover the true causes that have created this
chaos in the government, we shall find that
1t was due to a desire not to carry out the
policy that was, I think, so honestly and
earnestly advocated by the leader of the
government. I do not propose to follow
this question any further than to assure the
hpn. gentleman that we all sympathize with

Im in the unfair and ungenerous attack
that has been made upon him. AsT said
before, 1 scarcely think he believes the state-
?ixent made by Mr. Foster. In the face of
tie evidences that have been given from

'0e to time by members of the council who
n?)ze e’;Pl‘?sse(?. their unbounded confidence,
oo El_l Y in his ability, but in his industry
that iy pppulaqty with the party, I think
at 1t 1s impossible for us to believe as true

the reasons given in the paper read in the
House of Commons.

Hon. Mr. MASSON—Will the hon.
ember allow me to ask him what would
b'llthe opinion of the opposition if a remedial

11} were introduced, because he knows that

the government, if returned, must bring in
remedial legislation

Hon. Mr, ScOT

conviction,
not the part

T—1 give my honest
I am speaking for myself, and

fHon. Mr. FERGUSON_—The hon. leader
of the opposition made some remarks, after
referring to the resignations of the ministers
and the opposition to the Prime Minister,
upon which I wish to say a few words.
ml:)tlce that my hon. friend is not by any
o }!Ts 80 strong on the question of remedial

gislation, judging from the few remarks

::s}feve heard from him this evening, as he
had t.hen on two previous occasions when I

he honour of hearing him speak on this
i]l;l;elsmon on the f}oor ofgthis Ii)ouse. The
now l;f“éb‘}r begins to be timid. He says
he elesa 1t is utterly impossible, utterly
inI])\Ia ?totl? get a remedy for the minority
think nﬁ 0a.  Is it because my hon. friend,
b ;1 e is in slght of the treasury benches,
h'a e i3 beginning to trim, and put
imself in a different position from that

which he occupied in regard to this great
and important question? It is not proper,
I think, for the hon. gentleman who leads
the opposition to censure in this House,
as he has done, the management of this ques-
tion since it had its inception some six years
ago. He began by saying that instead
of dealing with it in a diplomatic way, in
a proper way, that the question was sent
to the courts, and in that way the evil
has gone on festering, up to the present
moment. Let me ask the leader of the
opposition, who was it that first sug-
gested that this great question should be
sent to the courts of the country? Was it
Sir John Macdonald who was at that time
Prime Minister that made the suggestion in
the House of Commons? It wasnot. Was it
not the actual leader—at least one of the
greatest men in the great liberal party of
Canada at that time—(Mr. Blake) who
made that famous speech, upon this
question, a few weeks after the passage of
the Manitoba School Act, in which he sug-
gested a reference of the case to the courts
of the country, winding up by moving a reso-
lution, which was accepted unanimously by
the House of Common, in favour of that
course? I say, therefore, it is useless for the
leader of the opposition at this stage to turn
round and throw blame and censure upon
the leaders of the Liberal Conservative party,
because the question was sent to the courts
at that time on the suggestion of Mr. Blake.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Mr. Blake was not in
P4rliament when this question came up.
His speech was made in 1884. -

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—My hon. friend
is entirely wrong, and I may be thought to
be somewhat presumptuous in making such
a remark as that in regard to a statement of
an experienced politician like my hon. friend ;
but 1 speak of the year 1890, when the
Manitoba School Act was passed. Mr.
Blake was in parliament then, and before
the question reached the federal govern-
ment for the purpose of exercising disallow-
ance, Mr. Blake' made his speech in which
he condemned disallowance or an attempt
to deal with it in that way at all, and added
that he spoke for the liberal party. It was
then that he submitted his famous resolution
in favour of sending it to the courts. Such
a resolution was not submitted in this
branch of parliament; so that we have not my
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hon. friend the leader of the House himself
bound down by his personal vote on that
question, but we have Mr. Laurier, the leader
of the Houseof Commonsboundhard and fast
by his own vote, because he was present in
the House of Commons on that occasion, and
by the unanimous vote then passed, he voted,
as did every other member in the House at
that time, for submitting the question to
the courts. I say, therefore, it does not liein
the hon. gentleman’s mouth to properly cen-
sure such statesmen as Sir John Thompson
and Sir John Macdonald for sending the
question to the courts instead of dealing with
it as he says, in a diplomatic way. It was
Mr. Blake who suggested that course, and
they fell in with him and agreed with him,
and I do not think anything has occurred
up to the present time to show that
the action of parliament at that time on the
motion of Mr. Blake, supported by Sir John
Macdonald and other members of parlia-
ment, was wrong in any particular. It
was the determination then arrived at that
this question should be removed as far as
possible from the domain of party strife. A
judicial decision should be obtained, as Mr.
Blake suggested. I have not his speech or
resolution before me, but Ispeak from an ac-
curate recollection of the case. He held
that the facts and the law of the case should
be investigated by judicial tribunals
and that a reasoned opinion should be
given for the guidance and for the inform-
ation, as Sir John Macdonald put it
afterwards, of the executive of the country.
Irepeat that my hon. friend should not rise
in this House now and condemn those emi-
nent statesmen to whom I have referred, Sir
John Macdonald, Sir J. C. Abbott and Sir
John Thompson, for having proposed a solu-
tion of the question, as far as it was possible
to solve it, by an appeal to the courts. My
hon. friend says further that the press are
responsible for stirring up a religious feeling
and a sectarian feeling upon this question.
Now, that may be true, but I think if there
is any portion of the press that is more
responsible in this regard than another, it is
the principal organ of the party which the
hon. gentleman leads in this House, the
Globe newspaper.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I did not spare any
paper : I condemned the Globe.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I know he did
not particularize, but he started by condemn-

ing the reference of the matter to the courts,
and deplored the sectarian feelings that were
likely to be excited in connection with it,
and then he went on and condemned the
press. I suppose he intended to condemn
all the newspapers in Canada that had dealt
with it in the way of stirring up religious
feelings and religious strife ; but the hon.
gentleman himself, in all candour, must
admit, as he did admit on the floor of this
House last year, that the organ of the Reform
party has been the greatest sinner of all
papers in Canada in connection with this
great and important question. My hon.
friend says it is utterly hopeless to get a
remedy. I have not lost faith in the sense
of right and justice that prevails in the
people of Canada from the Atlantic to the
Pacitic, and I am not without a hope that a
remedy will be found for this difficulty, and
that justice will be done to the minority of
Manitoba. A reasonable measure will be
enacted by the parliament of Canada which
will provide a remedy for this difficulty, and
which will not be the means of stirring up a
great deal of religious strife. My honour-
able friend will not deny that the govern-
ment took a constitutional view of this ques-
tion. If the oppusition generally and the
leaders of the party in another place, and
those who have been promulgating the
views of that party befere the people on the
public platform and through the press had
taken the same course as my hon. friend did
last year there would have been no danger of
this question stirring the people on sectarian
lines all over the country. I am not going
to say there have not been those in the ranks
of the Liberal-Conservative party who have
not taken what was, to my mind, the proper
course on the question. We know it is s0;
but we know that the government and the
Premier, the leader of the Liberal-Conserva-
tive party, took the strictly constitutional
view of this question, being himself in favour
of a public school system, nevertheless he
believed that the rights of the minority in
Manitoba, as guaranteed to them by the
constitution of the country, should be
respected, and that the constitution should
be upheld, as it had been construed by the
highest court in the realm. Had my hon.
friend’s party and its leader been equally
outspoken in the view that this question is
a constitutional one, and should be settled in
a constitutional way, there would have been
no danger whatever of the people being
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divided on creed questions throughout the
country. We would have had this question
settled in a reasonable way, . taking no ex-
treme position on either side, but doing
simple justice to the minority in Manitoba,
and then we would have been able to go
forwa.rd and deal with the other important
questions which agitate the people of this
country, and with respect to which it is so
lmportant we should constantly keep our
¢yes open. 1 do protest in this House, as I
0 0n every occasion where I have a voice
and  hearing, that whatever trouble is
to come out of this question, whatever
difficalty is to arise, the responsibility
must largely rest on the leader of the opposi-
tion, the Hon. Mr. Laurier, and the party
:Z.s\?‘cmbed' with him in public life for not
Ing risen, as Mr. Blake did in 1890,

above making th i
e y
har : g question one of a part

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—I¢ may not be
tzoe pP(l;vmce of the leader of the opposition
to l')n& € such statements as those referred
Y the member of the government who
t:‘* Just resumed his seat ; but it may belong
lS;gethho began war on this question in
of di,sa.ll say what I believe on this guestion
Jate & O}'ance. I could not reproach the
Tobn Xb b(:)hn Thompson, or the late Sir
for the o1 tt, severely, for not having asked
&t.ion-e bIS;),llowance of the Manitoba legis-
wouls ecause they had a precedent, which
certainly have placed them in a very
discupos:jm'on: The school question must be
2o b SS;; In 1ts proper shape. You have to
s *:;3] to 187 2,. because the first precedent
ere established which forced Sir John
Bl:ﬁ’;}’z’n to go to the courts, and forced Mr.
tion ask in England for an interpreta-
mériyou may say, of the British North
the Cga Act. I-was then a member of
the pm:l.mons, and I was the only one from
up oy ince of Quebec who dared to stand
tion _Fppose the government on that ques-
few m oml'ue the hon. gentleman who spoke a
marks af:;lts ago, Mr. Masson, made a few re-
T knew r me, but when I made the attack
back mem)t whether he or any other would
WS not Up. What did I say? My speech
had then l"eport;ed' at the time, Parliament
but as it no Ofﬁglal reports of its debates ;
the troubr’as an nnportant question, I took
that'T mj % to write my remarks in order
writte 1ght use them later, and I read my
0 speech. The paper is very

old indeed, but I have it still; I knew
and predicted that in after years we would
have trouble on that question, when
the government did not settle it the
first time it arose. In every part
of the world where there is a
mixed population, all religious or educa-
tional questions make trouble, unless they
are thoroughly settled. In 1872 I dealt
with this subject in the other House. Our
present Premier was there then and knows
those facts. What did I say? I showed
that the government were wrong. At con-
federation Sir John Macdonald had laid
down the principles under which the veto
should be exercised. He said his govern-
ment would never meddle with a province
except in two cases—first, if the legislature
of the province should go beyond their
jurisdiction, and second, in case the legisla-
tion of the province though intra wvires,
should be recognized as legislation calcu-
lated to disturb the public peace. Knowing
that educational and religious @uestions
would create trouble throughout the world,
consequently on the principles laid down by
himself he was wrong, and I declared that I
should separate from him for ever, if he
did not take the question in his own hands
and settle it at once. Since that time,
though I have always remained a conserva-
tive, I have been quite independent of
governments, and I have lost all contidence
in public men. Before giving my confi-
dence to any government now, I wait to
see their work and judge them by their
acts. But as far as this question of the veto
is concerned the old man, Sir John A.
Macdonald, is the only man responsible
for its abuse. So that if the objection taken
by the leader of the opposition is not quite
correct the answer of the ministcr who has
just taken his seat (Hon. Mr. Ferguson) is
quite incorrect. As to the Premier, I
congratulate him on the stand he has
taken on this very great issue and on the
way that he has spoken. Ever since the
death of Sir John A. Macdonald, at the
time Sir John Abbott was called to the head
of the cabinet, and later when Sir John
Thompson was called to succeed him, I never
hesitated to state that a better choice would
have been made had Sir Mackenzie Bowell
been selected because he was the best man for
the time. I now see by the way that he has
acted since then that I was right, and that my
judgment, so far as the premiership is con-
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cerned, was sound. I congratulate him on his
whole speech to-day, except the conclusion
which seemed to me in opposition to his
previous utterances. The expression to
which T object is that after the adjourn-
ment he might give way. Isay it would
be wrong to do so. The “kickers,” as
the press terms them, should not be
approved of by any man, and if the leader
of the government should give way, it
would be recognizing or admitting that
those who condemned him are right.
The hon. Premier should stick to the ship
until Parliament withdraws its confidence
or the people at large repudiate him. If he
should resign before that, he will forfeit the
good opinion that I have entertained of him
during the long years that I have been
acquainted with him. T hope he will not
yield.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Either the hon. gentleman misunderstood
what T gaid, or I did not make myself suffi-
ciently explicit. I said chat if T should
fail to fill the vacancies, then I should place
my resignation in the hands of His Excel-
lency, and let others attempt to form a gov-
ernment. Surely the hon. gentleman would
never expect me to advise His Excellency to
dissolve parliament with seven portfolios
not filled !

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-—Certainly not
—1I did not understand the hon. gentleman.
‘What he suggests is the constitutional way.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—In view of the
remarks which have been made in the course
of this short debate, I as a representative in
this House of the province of Manitoba do
not like to let the present opportunity pass
without expressing my views as to what T
believe are the rights of the province from
which I come in the present instance. We
are brought face to face with a constitutional
ditticulty which the people of Manitoba are
nowendeavouringto settleamong themselves.
The Premier, Mr. Greenway, is now before
the people of Manitoba for their judgment
on the course which he has seen fit to pursue.
The elections are now pending and I see by
the reports received to-day eight of the consti-
tuencies have gone by acclamation in favour
of Mr.Greenway. This I should say wouldin-
dicate adeterminationon the partof the people
of Manitoba to stand by their constitutional

rights as a province and uphold the legisla-
tion on school matters that they have put in
the statute-books. As the Premier has said,
we are here met for the purpose of carrying
out the constitution. But there are two
ways of looking at the constitution of the
country. Apparently the way that the
hon. leader and many members of parlia-
ment look at this question is that the con-
stitution requires that the judgment of the
Privy Council enjoins upon parliament to
coerce the province of Manitoba in order
to remedy the grievances that the minority
have complained of. That legislation must
be put on the statute-book which will inter-
fere with the legislation of the province of
Manitoba. With that I say I cannot concur
—with that I must place myself in opposi-
tion to any government that attemps to
take such a course in parliament. We are
a constitutionally governed country. We
have the principle of self-government to
guide us. The principle of provincial self-
government, within specified lines is the basis
of confederation, and it is not wise for us
having regard to the future constitutional
history of the country and in the interest of
the future peace of the country to infringe
in any way on that principle.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH—We are not
discussing that matter now.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—That is what the
Premier has laid down, and there is no
time more opportune now than on the eve
of the formation of a new government,
which, I presume, is about to be done, and
which I presume now to express my view,
as a Senator from Manitoba, which may
guide the Premier. Iam endeavouring now
to express the views entertained by the
majority of the province from which I come,
on the subject which is under discussion at
the present moment. I wish toimpress on the
hon. gentleman, that if the appealed clausesof
the British North America Actareto bedealt
with as a principle of confederation by ex-
tending national aid to voluntary schools,
or any other system common to all, then
any Act that is pissed dealing with those
clauses, should be an Act applying equally
to every province in Canada. I contend
that it is not wise to select a single province
and deal with it summarily in a separate
manner. If, on the other hand, the question
which is now before the country, that the’
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Province of Manitoba shall be selected, and
that the question shall be dealt with as a
matter of treaty entered into with the
Selkirk settlement in 1870, then I say that
the Dominion government should restore
those rights which the minority of Manitoba
are suffering from, irrespective of the legis-
lation of the province of Manitoba. There
18 nothing in the legislation of the province
which prevents the minority from educating
their children as they see fit.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER—But you are taking

?:vay the money with which they should do

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I was about to

Szy so. T say there is nothing in the School
2t of Manitoba which prevents the Roman
Catholi

I¢ minority from conducting their
th:catg){x as they see fit. But it withholds
tioupu lhc funds from that source of educa-
i unless they come under the School Act
& conduct, their schools in accordance with
e st tutes of the province ; therefore if the
g;lestlon 18 to be dealt with as a matter of
wiﬁty between the 12,000 of a population
in ISWhOm the negotiations were carried on
70 and the parliament of Canada, then

say that a grant should be made by the
Ominion parliament to the district com-
Pi‘med In the Selkirk settlement in order to
Ef”'i‘;t‘boﬂ schools which have been deprived
ma: ]:;" Privileges in a position that they
Viezv carmeq on.in accordance with the
oro nscOf the minority. There is a vast dif-
logis] e between Jintroducing concurrent
8islation and taking a step of that kind.
anv(;a:}?ed the hon. leader of the government
propese riament of Canada that if they
Whii(})fe(}ll to introduce remedial legislation
Statut,es all be concurrent legislation on the
auth -books under which the Dominion
o aontles shall take charge of and manage
it«?b rate schools in.the province of Man-
publa? while the province itself manages
u tm;ct schools, it ‘will be resisted to the
anii,obby the people of the province of
sisted to a—constitutionally resisted~—but re-
exprose t‘}"}'le utmost, and in saying so I do not
as a who © opinion of a party but the people
beyond ole.  The Privy Council has decided
of tond 8 question that the exclusive right
ince be‘lmt-lng school matters in each prov-
to the ongs to the local authorities subject
are to abpeal clauses. If the appeal clauses
be dealt with by the parliament of

Canada which has a perfectly free hand, as
a principle of confederation, after the expe-
rience of 28 years, then any Act which is
placed on the statute-book should apply
equally to every province of the Dom-
inion. It is nov a question of bringing
down remedial legislation. = The Pre-
mier has, I think, taken a right and
constitutional course in placing the ruling
of the Privy Council before parliament. The
ultimathule of thelegal interpretation applied
for by the minority is to place the matter
before the parliament of Canada. I say par-
liament should be seized with all the facts
before they are able to express a fair and
proper idea as to what is the right policy to
pursue, because it is a matter of policy, not
a matter of right before parliament. No one
can contend for a second that the judgment
emanating from the judicial committee of the
Privy Council is obligatory on the part of
Canada or compels them to follow any course.
The constitutional power of the parliament
of Canada is perfect ; it has a free hand to
annul, expunge or modify any Act that is
passed within its constitutional limits, and
the question with which the parliament of
Canada has now to deal is how shall we deal
with this matter when it comes before it ?
Shall we deal with it in a spirit by which
we shall invade the domain of the provincial
legislature, or shall we simplify matters by
placing the small minority of Manitoba in
such a position that it can conduct its educa-
tion as it was accustomed to do before the
legislation of Manitoba was put on the
statute-book until a change of public opi-
nion takes place in Manitoba itself. If you
give the province of Manitoba time, I believe
all legitimate grievances will be removed, but
no British subject will yield to threats or to
compulsion, and the absence of compulsion
may lead to a better understanding. I have
the greatest sympathy with the leader of the
government in the difficulties which sur-
round him, but as a member representing the
interests of the people of Manitoba, I feel
that while the rights of the minority of the}t
province are being discussed I cannot refrain
from rising and defending the rights of the
whole province which are endangered by the
proposed legislation.

Hon. Mr. POWER —I must say that I
regret the line which this discussion has
taken to-day. We came here for the pur-
pose of hearing the explanation of the first
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minister, with regard to the crisis in the
affairs of the administration. We listened
with great interest to his statement, which
was full and was also satisfactory, particular-
ly the last few words which were misappre-
hended by the hon. gentleman from de
Lanaudi¢re. Now, I feel that all we had in
view to-day was to hear the remarks of the
Premier and any observations which might
naturally arise out of his explanation ; but
here we are discussing the merits of the at-
titude taken by the province of Manitobain a
manner which might be fitting enough if we
were considering the remedial legislation
which may, or may not, be laid before
parliament. I think this is very much to
be regretted. The hon. gentleman who
leads the_opposition in this House is some-
times, just a little too much of the dove and
too little of the serpent. The hon. gentle-
man who sits opposite is not nearly so much
of the dove and is very much of the ser-
pent. The hon.gentleman fromOttawa (Hon.
Mr. Scott) in remarking upou the reasons for
their action given by the gentlemen who
have recently left the administration, stated
that he thought that the reason given in
another place by the ex-Minister of Finance
for the action of these gentlemen was
not the true reason, and he indicated
what he thought the real reason was. I
felt at the time that the hon. gentleman
from Ottawa (Hon. Mr. Scott) went per-
haps a little further than was necessary,
when he said that in his opinion the curing
of the evils suffered by the minority in Man-
nitoba, by means of remedial legislation, was
hopeless ; buv in reply to the question of
the hon. gentleman from Mille Isles the hon.
leader of the opposition stated that he was
simply giving his own individual opinion
and did not speak for his party. Under
the circumstances, I think it was exceed-
ingly ungenerous, not to say, contrary to
parliamentary etiquette, for the hon. gen-
tleman who holds the position of Minister
of Agriculture to attack the whole of the
opposition and to credit the leader of the
liberal party with all the difficulties which
have arisen in connection with  the matter
of the Manitoba separate schools, with which
the leader of the opposition has never had
anything to do. The hon. gentleman who leads
the opposition in another place, has from ses-
sion to session carefully avoided interfering in
the matter. He has said to the government
and very properly, thatit is not the duty

of the leader of the opposition to formulate
a policy for the government upon any
question, and he has told the government
further that when they introduce their
measure he will define his position. It will
be time enough, when the measure has been
introduced and the leader of the oppo-ition
has taken his stand with regard to it, for
the Minister of Agriculture and other gen-
tlemen to discuss and criticise his attitude.
As far as I know, the observations made on
the platform and elsewhere by the leader of
the opposition have given the impression
that if the government introduce a remedial
measure intended for the relief of the min-
ority in the province of Manitoba, that mea-
sure will have his support. I presume it
will also have the support of a large por-
tion, at any rate, of his followers. One can-
not tell how the liberal party will act in the
matter, any more than one can predict how
the followers of the Premier will vote. I
fancy that when the measure which is prom-
ised is introduced—if it ever is introduced
—it will be found that there will be among
the followers of both gentlemen more or less
of what may be called “go as you please.”
I repeat that it is very much to be regretted
that there should be a premature discussion
of this very important question without any
notice being given or time for preparation
afforded. At the proper time the question
can be discussed intelligently, and, no doubt
each member of both Houses will have an
opportunity of placing himself on record and
of making his position clear both to parlia-
ment and to the country.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
May I ask the hon. gentleman whether heis
in favour of the policy of the leader of his
party in the other House ?

Hon. Mr. POWER—What is the policy }
T wish to see the government measure first.
When that measure has been introduced and
the leader of the opposition has taken a posi-
tion with respect to it, I shall be better able
to answer the question.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
have heard of the ability of an Irishman
to give an evasive answer and this is
certainly a good example. My question was
direct. Does the hon. gentleman from Hali-
fax favour the policy laid down by his lead-
er!
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} /Hon. Mr. POWER—I cannot express an

opinion about a policy which has not been
enunciated.

Hon. 8ir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
beg the hon. gentleman’s pardon. Iam sur-
})l‘lsed to hear him say that. The policy of his
feader has been enunciated on a dozen dif-

(‘érent platforms, namely, the appointment
Ol & commission. He never told us, how

ever, what he o .
should du proposed the commission

S Hon. Mr. MASSON—Is not the hon.
enator ’f'rom Ottawa as much the re-
Presentative of the liberal party in this
ph ;)use a8 Mr. Laurier is in the House of

mmons 9 Did not the hon. the

first ministe i
r .
. ment, oy an delay making his state-

Yva’; in his geat }
In doin 9

the ]ea,(gl oL I
was the
that I

What was his intention
was because he thought
er of the opposition in this House
Proper person to reply, and I hold
the L Was perfectly justified when I asked
of 1o Oléa_gentleman_ if he was in favour
doin medial legislation. My reason for
do n;g)tsol was that, I have heard (although I
that M. together give credit to the report)
questi r. Laurier is desirous of shirking the
muloa:n and thag it is his intention to pro-
inql;' ® & new policy to the effect that an

ju dg:;{e ns:‘oufld be made as to whether the
was right zr '::le Imperial Privy Council

e 8 commr: rong,.and t:,ha.t, there should
affaivs o Imssu?n to investigate the state of
foot] In Manitoba. I think it was per-
lea.déy lfegltlma,te to ask the hon.

" w;so the'opposit,ion in this House if
Tt tock hS_Pe&kmg as the leader of his party.
he on] 1(1113 fully two minutes to reply, and
anothey id 8o after consultation with
esid th:. member of the House. He then

t what he had stated was not the

policy of ¢ " . the
"id“zl opi;lfog? rty but merely his own indi-

H
heargn. Me. PELLETIER—TI have never

of the lea);j::ifsay that it was the in'ention

: the opposition to shirk this
g}lﬁ::)f;-n dI have heard him speak in many
that he - everywhere he has said plainly
just and fa:s fully prepared to do what is
s air. I.may further say that I am
o g’ion accord with his policy. I share his
stI: r;s, and can give him my uaqualified

Pport. I do not consider that it is fair

il the Senator from Ottawa |

to state that the leader of the opposition
intends to shirk the question. To my mind
he has done nothing to justify such a state-
ment ; and when the remedial measure is
brought before parliament, it will then be
seen that he is ready to give it his support
if it is in accordance with his views. To
say that he has no policy is most inaccurate,
and I protest against such a statement.
There is evidently a motive for making it,
and I know what that motive is. If we
read what Mr. Laurier has said on the plat-
form and what he said in the House last
session, we must form a very different con-
clusion. He has distinctly stated that heis
prepared to do justice.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
After the commission reports or before !

Hon. Mr. PELLETIER—I am not pre-
pared to say as to the dates, but I know he
18 still of the same opinion.

Hon, Mr. MASSON—I do not attack
Mr. Laurier, but I mnust say that what I have
stated I believe to be his own expression. I
think he would be quite desirous of seeing the
question settled, but, after all, the method
of settling itis very plain. The government
is bringing in legislation which must have
the approval of the whole of Lower Canada.
If Mr. Laurier had shown his approval of
such a course the matter would have been
all right.

Hon. Mr. PELLETIER—When the
matter is before the House he will deal
with it.

Hon. Mr. MASSON—Now Mr. Laurier
says it will have to be the subject of a
commission.

Hon. Mr. PELLETIER—No, he does
not say so. Mr. Laurier thinks that the
best way of settling that burning question
would be by a commission, but he is pre-
pared to give his support to any measure
which would secure justice to the minority
in Manitoba.

Hon. Mr. MASSON—Oh, well, of course,
if the hon. gentleman says that, I will not
pursue the subject further.

Hon. Mr. PELLETIER—He does not
say that because he wishes to see what will
be the outcome of the statement made in the
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Speech from the Throne. He is now waiting
until he sees what measure the government
will bring down.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate then adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Tuesday, 14th January, 1896.
Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at Three

o’clock.
Prayers and routine proceedings.
THE MINISTERIAL CRISIS.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I

regret that I am not yetin a position to give’

the House full information as to the recon-
struction of the Cabinet. It has, however,
progressed to such an extent that I am safe
in saying that I shall be enabled to meet
the House to-morrow with a complete recon-
structed Cabinet, which I have every reason
to believe will not only meet the approval
and support of the Houses of Parliament,
but also of the country. I, therefore, crave
the indulgence of the House for another
twenty-four hours delay. To-morrow, after
making the report to which I have referred,
I shall ask the House to proceed with the
consideration of the address in reply to the
Speech from the Throne, and commence the
real business of the session. I therefore
move that this House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate then adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, January 15th, 1896.

Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE MINISTERIAL CRISIS.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Before the Orders of the Day are proceeded
with, I desire to fulfil the promise which I

made to the House yesterday. The state-
ment which I am about to make has been
submitted to the Governor General, and I
am authorized to say that in its bearing on
the position of the Crown in matters of this
nature, it has His Excellency’s approval.

Since reference was made in the Senate to
the retirement from the government of cer-
tain of my colleagues, I have had an oppor-
tunity of carefully reviewing the circum-
stances connected with those resignations,
and have satisfied myself that the best
interests of the country would be served—
notwithstanding any differences of opinion
that existed respecting the importance of
filling the portfolio made vacant by the resig-
nation of the Hon. Mr. Angers—by the
return to their former positions in the
Cabinet of those who deem it their duty to
retire on account of that vacancy.

While it is true that this point was freely
discussed between my colleagues and myself,
it isequally true that I regarded that vacancy
—the importance of filling which cannot be
questioned—as an insufficient reason for the
resignation of any member of the Govern-
ment. This view, however, was not con-
curred in by some of my colleagues, who
urged that the meeting of Parliament, with
a Quebec portfolio vacant, might seriously
imperil the success of certain important mea-
sures to be presented during the session. I
had reasonable hopes of being able to fill
that position up to the very day when Parlia-
ment met, and was disappointed when my
efforts failed.

After the opening of Parliament, certain
members of the government sent me their
resignations, giving among other reasons
the fact that ‘“having failed to fill the
portfolio,” and that I evidently ¢ intended
to go on with the transaction of public busi-
ness with an incomplete Cabinet,” they
thought this course so great “a departure
from sound constitutional practice, and so
weak as a matter of policy ” that they were
“unwilling any longer to remain as mem-
bers of an incomplete government.”

Since the receipt of the resignations re-
ferred to, the objections put forward by my
colleagues have been removed by the ac-
ceptance of a seat in the Cabinet by the
Honourable Alphonse Desjardins—a gentle-
man well known and esteemed in the pro-
vince of Quebec for his ability and integrity
of character—and by the accession to the
Ministry of Sir Charles Tupper, Bart.
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Under the circumstances, and with these
objections removed, my late colleagues have
deemed it consistent with duty to their
country, to resume the positions they re-
8pectively held in the government. It is
gratifying, therefore, to me to be able to
Inform the House, and the country, that a
Ministry has been formed which will com-
mand the support of a majority in Parliament
and enable us to proceed with the measures
foreshadowed in the Speech from the
Throne.,

The Government as reconstructed is as
follows :—

President of Council—Hon. Sir Mac-
kenzie Bowell.

Secretary of State—Hon. Sir Charles
Tupper, Bart.

Postmaster General-—Hon. Sir Adolphe

aron.

Minister of Marine and Fisheries—Hon.
John Costigan.

Minister of Finance—Hon.

oster.

Minister of Railways and Canals—Hon.
John Haggart.

Minister of Public Works—Hon. J. A,
Ouimet.

D I\Iﬁnister of the Interior—Hon. T. Mayne
aly.

Minister of Trade and Commerce—Hon.
W. B. Ives.

Minister of Justice— Hon. A. R. Dickey.

Minister of Agriculture—Hon. W. H.
Montague.

Minister of Militia and Defence—Hon,
Alphonse Desjardins.

Without portfolio—Hon. Sir Frarik Smith

do Hon. D. Ferguson.

Controller of Customs—Hon. J. F. Wood.

Controller of Inland Revenue—Hon. E.
. Prior.

Geo. E.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT--1I see a report in a
Morning paper that the Conservative whip
of the other House, Mr. Taylor, had an in-
terview with Sir Charles Tupper, Bart., now
& member of this government, in which
that gentleman stated he was willing to
enter the government provided the Premier
consented to take back all ; that it was con-
veyed to Sir Charles Tupper that there were
three gentlemen, Mr. Foster, Mr. Haggart
-and Mr. Montague, whom he objected to
receive back into his Cabinet; that Sir
Charles Tupper made it a condition that
unless those gentlemen were permitted to

return to the fold with the others, the nego-
tiations must cease, or words to that effect.
I shall read the interview to the House, if
they desire it, and perhaps the Premier can
say whether it is correct or not. The article
reads as follows :—

At the request of Mr. Taylor, the Conservative
whip, who brought me a message saying that Sir
Mackenzie Bowell would like to see me, I waited
upon the Premier yesterday at three o’clock T said
I'had gathered from Mr. Taylor that he (Sir Mac-
kenzie) would be willing to take back the gentle-
men who had retired from his Cabinet, together
with myself, with the understanding that shortly
after the Address had been passed %19 would pro-
pose that I should be sent for to reorganize the
government. Sir Mackenzie said that Mr. Taylor
was mistaken in supposing he was prepared to
receive back the whole of the gentlemen who had
retired from the government, as there were three
gentlemen, Messrs. Foster, Haggart and Montague,
with whowm he could not serve in the government.
He was quite ready, he said, however, to take in
the remaining gentlemen, including my son. I told
him that so far as my son was concerned, from the
moment that it was proposed that I should become
leader of the Liberal-Conservative party he in-
formed me that in such a contingency he could not
be a member of the Cabinet, a fecision in which I
entirely concurred. I assured Sir Mackenzie that
I had approached the consideration of this ques-
tion wholly from the standpoint of altogether
subordinating every personal and private consider-
ation to the exigency of what I believed the party,
and that if the best interests of the country re-
quired it, I were prepared under those circum-
stances to enter his government. I thought that
he should he animated by the same considerations
and ought not to allow his personal feelings
towards any gentleman to influence him.

I should like to know whether that state-
ment is really true substantially. I think
Parliament is entitled to an answer. In the
formation of a government, it is usual for the
Crown to furnish the fullest information.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL~—-I
have no objection to answer, although I
deny the position taken by the hon. gentleman
that Parliament has a right to ask the result
of any private interview.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It is not a private
interview.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—It -
certainly was a private interview which took
place between gentlemen forming or recon-
structing a government. Parliament is
entitled to know the result of such
interviews, but not conversations which
took place during the negotiations.
Another matter I desire to point out
to the hon. gentleman is this: that
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I vefuse in toto to be held responsible
for the statements made by the different
reporters in the various 'mewspapers, be-
-cause my hon. friend might say that it is
stated that I had entered into an arrange-
ment and a bargain with Sir Charles
Tupper as to my future course and my
future action, and what might follow as
the result of the reconstruction which bhas
taken p'ace. I take this opportunity to say
that that is equally unfounded, and has not
a scintilla of truth in it, and I am quite sure
that Sir Charles Tupper, if he is applied to,
will acquit me of having made stipulations
in any way, directly or indirectly. I take
this opportunity to give a flat denial to that.
I decline, however, to enter into a contro-
versy on the subject, or to explain what
‘took place between Sir Charles Tupper and
myself, or between any other gentleman
during the negotiations. I have simply to
say that portions of that statement which
my hon. friend the leader of the Opposition
has read, are not correct. There are other
portions of it that may be correct, but
deductions are very often drawn from con-
versations that are not only irrelevant, but
far from the truth.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—In the formation of
governments it has been usual for Parlia-
ment to receive the fullest statement of the
progress that has been made in the negotia-
tions, and the important part of those really
was whether the Premier, when Sir Charles
Tupper was invited to become a member
of the government, stipulated that the three
gentlemen I have named should alo be
taken back into the government. It isa
very simple question. Of course, if the hon.
gentleman is not disposed to answer it
directly, we must accept that.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
For the information of the hon. gentleman,
I will tell him that when we came to an
arrangement as to what should be done, no
- stipulation of any kind was made; nor
- before such negotiations were begun.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT--The statement the
hon. gentleman has just made to us will be
received with a good deal of interest by the
people of Canada, and they will be disposed
I think to compare it with the statement
delivered last week, and will be somewhat
surprised that the whole point of controversy

between himself and the gentlemen who
formed the Cabinet tén days ago was on the
necessity of filling up the vacancy in the
representation from the province of Quebec.
He gave ushis own parliamentary experience,
and I think all of us could add our own ex-
perience, that it has never been a very serious
matter for a vacant portfolio to remain un-
filled for a considerable time. The hon.
gentleman gave us several illustrations of it ;
the history of Canada is full of them, and
therefore I doubt whether the people of
Canada will be disposed to receive that
statement as the true one. The statement
made elsewhere intimated that the dissen-
tient gentlemen had their misgivings from
the beginning, that from the very first they
doubted the ability of the hon. leader of the
government to control his Cabinet. They
say:

We have nevertheless unitedly and loyally striven
to the best of our ability to make it strong and
eficient, and it has been with growing regret that

we have seen our efforts in a measure of success less
than that for which we had hoped and striven.

Now that does not convey the idea that it
is upon this single point, the vacancy caused
by the retirement of the Hon. Mr. Angers,
but that other circumstances, to which I do
not propose now to advert, caused the breach
between the leader of the government and his
Cabinet. The hon. gentleinan must have felt
gratified during the past ten days at the out-
spoken sympathy, not only from his own
party, but from gentlemen of all shades of
politics, and the general feeling that he had
not been fairly used by the dissident mem-
bers of this government. That seemed to be
the opinion of the hon. gentleman himself,
in the explanations that he has given us from
time to time during the past week, and there-
fore I think the explanation furnished to-day
will be considered inconsistent with the
speeches delivered on former occasions.
However, that is entirely a matter for the
party within themselves to settle, and I have
no further comment to make upon the sub-
ject.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-—TI think this
House will accept with considerable surprise
the proposition laid down by the hon. leader
of the opposition that Parliament has a
right to know whether any of the thousands
of articles and rumours which appear in the
public press are true or not. If the hon.
gentleman claims that it is the right and
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the duty of Parliament to investigate such
Teports, then it has its work cut out for it ;
there is no end of the work that will be
Provided for us. For my part, I dissent in
toto from any such proposition, and on
reflection the leader of the opposition will
admit that he has advanced a proposition
Which cannot be accepted by any one in this
ouse. 1t is to me a source of legitimate
pride, and I think it will be so accepted not
only in the ranks of the Conservative party
ut by every dispassionate thinker in this
House, that the hon. ministers of the Cabinet
Who felt it their dutys to retire from the
8overnment did so on a grave constitutional
Question and not in any sense on a personal
one, T go further; I say that it is in the
highest degree disrespectful not only to the
government, but to the representative of
Her Majesty, to suppose that the statement
which we have just heard cannot be accept-
ed as true. The hon. gentleman said he
doubted that the people of this country
Wwould accept as true the statement
how presented. In giving utterance to that
€Xpression, I think he exceeded slightly the
egitimate criticisms which might be ex-
Pected from the leader of the opposition.
I say the statement must be accepted as
true, and I repeat it is a,source of satis-
action to me as a Conservative, and it must
© a source of gratification to every right-
Minded man, that it was not due to a
Iatter of pique, but to a 'constitutional
18sue. It is true, after the resignations, com-
Ments were made on all sides whichwould lead
One to suppose that the reasons for dissent
Were wider than people had at first been
ed to suppose. I once more congratulate
the leader of the Senate on the fact that
the difficulty has been solved in a manner
Creditable to him as the Premier. I believe
his explanation will be accepted by the
country in preference to the conjectures of
the leader of the opposition. As a Con-
Servative, I rejoice over the accession to the
8overnment of a gentleman of world-
Wide reputation and lifelong experi-
ence as a Canadian- politician, and we
ought to feel it a cause of legitimate
Pride to all of us that he has agreed
accept a subordinate position in the
reémodelled Cabinet. Coming from the
Province of Quebec, I am pleased to ob-
serve the acceptance of a Cabinet portfolio
by the Hon. Mr. Desjardins, who is rightly

referred to in the statement just now read,

as being well and favourably known in the.
province of Quebec.

Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. gentleman,
from the Kennebecdivision has rather moreof
the Nathaniel about him than I had sup-.
posed. The hon. gentleman was under the’
impressions that the reason given on the floor-
of Parliament for changes in the govern-
ment, which had taken place in connection.
with the reconstruction of the Cabinet, are.
to be taken literally asthey are read. They
are officially true, but they do not generally-
tell the whole truth. We have to accept
them, just as whenamansays tohisneighbour,
“ as a Christian T forgive you,” but one feels,
like the man in the story, that there is no for-
giveness at all—the First Minister’s state-
ment is a statement which gives us no in-
formation. We do not contradict—we have.
to accept the statement made by the First.
Minister, although we may think that.
there are a great many things which would
have been very interesting which the state-
ment has not disclosed. I think that every
hon. gentleman, even the hon. member from.
the Kennebec division, will feel that the.
statement which we have had from the First
Minister to-day is not at all the statement
which we were led to expect from the obser-
vations made by the hon. the First Minister-
on the last occasion when he discussed the
question of his difference with his colleagues.
I suppose under ordinary circumstances we
should be contented with hearing the state-
ment of the First Minister and the very
few observations made by the hon. leader
of the opposition, but I presume that
even the First Minister feels that we
have been tried severely during the past.
few days. We have had very interest-
ing events taking place under our eyes,
and have been, in a certain sense, com-
pelled to hold our tongues ;and naturally
we feel like saying something now when the
tension is over. In the first place, speaking
for myself (and I think that I voice the
sentiments of the gentlemen—very few I
regret to say in this House—whose political
views are the same as my own) when I con-
gratulate the First Minister upon the net
result of the past few days. The hon. gen-
tleman has been for several months now, the
captain of the ship of state, and a mutiny
has taken place on board of that ship, un-
precedented in character—such a mutiny
has never taken place on board the ship of



30

[SENATE)

state in the previous history of England or
any of her colonies—and we naturally, par-
ticularly as we sit in the same chamber with
the hon. gentleman, are glad that he has,
at any rate, for the present, suppressed the
mutiny and is still at the helm. Whether
the voyage of the ship, or his command of
it, is to be long or short, we do not know.
My own individual hope is that the hon.
gentleman may continue to command during
the present voyage, which I hope and be-
lieve will not be long. A great many per-
sons, both in Parliament and out of Parlia-
ment, were of the opinion that, looking at
the character of the diflerences between the
hon. First Minister and the majority of his
colleagues who went out a few days ago
from the Ministry, that regarding the
language used by the gentlemen who
went out and the language of the First
Minister and thise who remained in with
respect to one another, it was impossible
that there should be a reconciliation such
as, apparently, has taken place. I must say
that, as far as I am individually concerned,
I am neither surprised nor disappointed. I
have been observing the leaders of the
Conservative party for a considerable num-
ber of years, in the cool shades of opposition,
which are so conducive to calm and quiet ob-
servation and thought, and I have come to
the conclusion that there is no curve too
sharp for a Conservative Minister to take for
the purposeof remaininginoffice, or for a Con-
servative who wishes to get into office to take
for the purpose of getting in. I rejoice that
on the present occasion, at any rate, the
curves have been chiefly upon the part of
the dissident Ministers. I wish to call
attention to the exact words used in another
place by the hon, gentleman who is supposed
to have been the leader of the dissidents—
at all events, who was referred to by the
First Minister as being the leader. The
hon. gentleman from the Kennebec division
has insisted that the leader of the opposition
was in fact guilty of a breach of par-
liamentary etiquette in manifesting any
hesitation in accepting the statement of the
First Minister as telling the whole truth.
I turn to the speech delivered by the Hon.
George E. Foster in the House of Commons
on the 7th of January, and I find this state-
ment, after mentioning a number of circum-
stances :

Under these circumstances we thought it our
duty to retire, and in this manner to pave the way,

if possible, for the formation of a government whose
Premier could command the confidence of all his
colleagues, could satisfy the Liberal-Conservative
party that its strongest elements were at its head
and impress the country that it had a government
which was united and had power to govern.

Those remarks do not seem to indicate that
the vacancy in Quebec was the real difficulty,
or that it had very much to do with the
retirement of the hon. gentleman and his
friends from the Ministry. It is not neces-
sary to quote any more, because the hon.
gentleman from the Kennebec division must
know that, except iva Pickwickian sense, the
vacancy in the Cabinet from Quebec was not
the real cause of the difficulty. After
that expression from the hon. gentle-
man who formerly led, and I presume still
leads the House of Commons, it is rather
gratifying to us in this chamber, and par-
ticularly to the hon. First Minister, to find
that that gentleman has consented to come
in and to serve under the First Minister
whose incompetency, as they alleged, had
obliged him and his colleagues to retire.
Some reference has been made by the hon.
leader of the opposition to an interview
with Sir Charles Tupper, published in a
newspaper. The First Minister said that he
was not responsible for the statements in
the press, and that one could not attach
much confidence to them. But this was not
a statement made by a reporter. Thisstate-
ment appeared in the Government organ in
Toronto, the Mail and Empire, and it was
given in inverted commas, and was evidently
an interview carefully dictated by Sir
Charles Tupper, expressing his own opinions
and his views after an interview with the
First Minister. Under these circumstances,
it is perfectly natural and proper that Par-
liament should be informed as to whether
the statements made by that hon. gentleman
were correct or not. 1 go this far: I agree
with the First Minister that it is an extra-
ordinary thing that a gentleman who hag
bad the long parliamentary and official
experience which Sir Charles Tupper has
had, should make a statement of that kind
for publication in a newspaper. If there is
anything that ought to be confidential
among public men, it is just such an inter-
view as took place between the First Minis-
ter and Sir Charles Tupper, and the publica-
tion of that interview by the latter gentle-
man goes to show, either that old age is
impairing his faculties—he is now, I believe,
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In hig seventy-fifth year—or that the hon.
gentleman was under the impression, when
be dictated that interview, that all hope of
'¢ reconstruction of the Cabinet, as he
Wished, was at an end, and that he wished
% place himself before the people of Canada
88 being particularly generous and public-
Spirited. T know he has a great faculty for
advertising himself that way. While we
Daturally congratulate the First Minister
Upon his success in reconstructing the
8overnment, and on his having put down
€ mutiny in his crew, still we may be
allowed to conjecture somewhat of his feel-
Ings and of the position in which he is.
e hon, gentleman now sits at the head of
& Cabinet, the majority of whom I-e knows
are not his friends, and he knows that a
Majority of them have, through their spokes-
Man, stated that they do not think that he
18 the person who should fill that position.
7he can imagine the hon. gentleman who
fills the office of Minister of Finance smiling
ll'lndly through his spectacles at the First
Inister who sits not very far from him, I
Presume, at the Council Board, and, while he
Smiles, I can imagine that hon. gentleman
Privately whetting the axe which was, T
leve, to have been applied to the purpose
of cutting off the mouldering branches of the
B:tional Policy, but which, having failed in
olng that duty, has been latterly used for
® purpose of cutting off the mouldering
ranches of the Cabinet, including the First
Inister. My hon. colleague from Halifax
apparently thinks it better that I should not
Make any further observations with respect
to the hon. gentleman who recently filled the
?ﬂi}‘e of High Commissioner, and perhaps it
IS Just as well,

Hon. Mr. ALMON—There is life in the
old gentleman yet.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Yes, there is life in
W, but T may say that in 1891 that hon.
gentleman gave the public to understand,
irough the press or through some inter-
Viewer, that he felt that he had attained too
8reat an age to undertake such a serious
;e?onmbllity as being Premier of Canada,
¢ now, after the lapse of nearly five years,
0d the hon. gentleman, who has not been
%;2“’38 younger and stronger during the
ca ® 38 of the opinion that he is quite
Pable of assuming the duties of the
That is another illustration

i

miership,

of the fact that the statements of public
men are not to be taken literally.
Now, apart fom the recent crisis,
there are one or two questions which, I
think, one has a right to ask the hon. First
Minister. I notice that in the reconstruc-
tion of the government there is no mention
made of the Solicitor General, who is a some-
what important oflicer, and whose office is
one which T think ought to be filled, partic-
ularly at the beginbing of the session. I
had hoped that a prominent member of the
legal profession in the province of Quebec,
who was recently placed in this House,
would have been appointed Solicitor Gen-
eral, to give the government valuable and
needed assistance in passing their measures
through this chamber. I am sorry that the
hon. First Minister has not informed the
House that our expectations in that respect
have been realized. There is just one other
point which I should like to call the hon.
Minister’s attention. He may answer or
not, of course, at his discretion—that is, with
respect to the position of the comptrollers.
In the Act which provided for the appoint-
ment of these officers, it was stated
that they were to be under the direction of
the Minister of Trade and Commerce, or
Finance Minister, that they were to report
through the Minister and not directly; and,as
a matter of course, if these comptrollers are
under the control or jurisdiction of another
Minister—and in the discussion which took
place in the House of Commons at that
time, I think it was stated by Sir John
Macdonald, the First Minister of the day,
that these officers were to fill somewhat the
same positions as the under-secretaries in
England—they were not to be members of
the Cabinet, and they were merely to assist
in the transaction of the business of the de-
partments to which they were attached. It
was understood that that was the intention
when that legislation was passed, and when
those officers were appointed. It has been
stated recently that the comptrollers are
members of the Cabinet, and, of course,
being members of the Cabinet, they can go
to a meeting of the Cabinet and vote down
their principal, the Minister of Trade and
Commerce or the Minister of Finance.
Clearly that was not the intention of
Parliament when those offices were created,
and I think that the House has a right to
know from the First Minister whether
or not these gentlemen are, or are to be
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members of the Cabinet. I have nothing
more to say, hon. gentlemen, except to con-
gratulate the government on the fact that
the period of suspense which has lasted for
some twelve days has at length happily ter-
minated.

THE ADDRESS.
MOTION.
The Order of the Day having been called

Consideration of His Excellency the Governor
General’s, speech at the opening of the sixth session
of Parliament.

Hon. Mr. OWENS said—While I fully
appreciate the honour conferred upon me in
calling upon me to move the Address in
reply to the Speech from the Throne, I only
regret that one more experienced and more
able than myself had not been selected. The
Premier in choosing a most humble supporter
of the government in this House, has given
evidence of his faith in the policy of the
government and confidence in the wisdom
of the measure to be submitted for the
approval of the Senate during the present
session. I will ask the indulgence of the
House for a few moments while I briefly
glance over the subjects referred to in the
Speech.from the Throne. Reference is made
to the bountiful harvest with which Canada
has been so specially blessed during the past
year, and for which we have cause to be
thankful throughout the Dominion. It is
fair to assume that the righteous adminis-
tration of the government has done much to
influence the Giver of ail good to pour down
this blessing upon this Dominion of ours and
favour us with the most bountiful harvest in
the history of our country. Iamablefurther
to apply the same principle to our trade
and commerce. While other countries have
seen their trade and commerce paralyzed by
the recent crisis and their banking and
financial institutions passed in to the hands
of receivers, Canada has been steadily
moving onward. Her exports, the true index
to the prosperity of the country, have been
increasing year by year to such an extent
as to call forth the admiration of the world
at large, and if Canada occupies the proud
position she does in the world commercially,
it is due in no small degree to the trade
policy of the government, that national
policy which has done so much to tide
Canada over the late crisis and establish

confidence in her people, in their ability to
produce and to manufacture, not only for
our own peop'e, but to compete successfully
for the trade of the world at large. Refer-
ence is also made to the extension of mining
enterprises in Canada, and more particularly
in British Columbia. It is evident that our
mining resources only require development
to demonstrate the fact that our mines are
amongst the richest in the world, that they
are practically inexhaustible, and in the
near future will become a source of revenue
and wealth to the country. We are pleased
to notice the reference to the Indian reser-
vations and to the Indian industrial schools.
The Indian problem is a difficult one to deal
with and we should feel grateful for the
success attending the policy of our govern-
ment in reference to the Indians, which is
in marked contrast with that of other coun-
tries. The result of it is that our Indians
are comparatively happy and among the
most loyal of Her Majesty’s subjects. Al-
lusion is made to the North-west Mounted
Police and to their valuable services, which
are indispensable in that portion of our
Dominion. I have reason to hope that
any measure that may be brought down
for the better maintenance of that body
and also for the better arming and
advancement of our militia will receive
from this House the cordial support
to which it is entitled. Reference is also
made to the Manitoba school question.
While it is a matter of regret that this
matter should have been brought within the
arena of federal politics, I have reason to
hope that the election which takes place to-
day will result in a measure being passed
by the legislature of that province which
will render unnecessary any legislation here.
But, should it be otherwise, the policy of
of the government has been well defined
and will follow closely in the lines laid down
by the Judicial Committee of the Privy
Council, the highest tribunal in the empire.
We are gratified to learn that the Imperial
authorities have under consideration a pro-
posal to connect Canada with Australia by
means of a Pacific cable. This will, no
doubt, tend largely to increase the trade
between the two countries, and also to draw
closer to each other and the mother country
the outlying portions of the British empire.
We also are gratified to learn that, acting
upon the suggestion of our government, the
Imperial authorities have expressed their
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Willingness to grant a substantial sub-
vention towards establishing a fast line of
Steamers between Great Britain and Canada.
It cannot be denied that the action of the
Present government during the past year in
Providing cold storage for our agricultural
Products, in placing refrigerators upon our
cars and steamships, has done much to dev-
elop trade in these products, enabling, as it

as done, our farmers and others to place
their fruits and vegetables as well as the
Products of the dairy upon the English mar-

etin the very best possible condition. T have
Teason to hope that the action of the govern-
Tent in thus bringing Canada and Great

I’{tain nearer together, will tend not only
to increase trade between the two countries,

ut will also intensify the loyalty which exists
throughout Canada to the sovereign and the
8overnment of Great Britain, that loyalty of
Which we as Canadians are so proud. We
Maintain that the British Empire and its
Queen have no subjects more loyal than the
Inhabitants of Canada, and that loyalty ex-
tends from the Atlantic to the Pacific irre-
Spective of creed or nationality. I thank this

onourable House for the kind indulgence ex-
tended to me, and I beg again to express my
appreciation of the honour the Premier has
conferred upon me and upon the division
Which T have the honour to represent ; and

now have much pleasure in moving the
adoption of the following resolution in reply
to His Excellency’s speech from the throne :

To Hys Excenpexey the Right Honourable Sir
Joun Cameeini-Haminrox Gorpox, Earl of
Aberdeen ; Viscount Formartine, Baron Haddo,
Methlic, Tarves and Kellie, in the Peerage of
Scotland : Viscount (Gordon of Aberdeen,
County of Aberdeen in the Pecrage of the
United Kingdom; Baronet of Nova Neotia ;

May 1r Prease Your EXCELLENCY :—

We
the Senate of Canada in Parlimment assembled,
umbly thank Your Excellency for your gracious
hp‘ﬂfﬂh at the opening of this Session.
th:t e alvo thank Y()lll: Excellency for informing us
. Uri; I accordance }\'ltll the. announcement made
m 1g the last session, Parliament has heen sum-

oned somewhat in advance of 1he usual period.

¢ le hea.rtily share Your Excellency’s feeling that

‘¢ bountiful harvest with which Canada has been

¢ essfd is a_cause for the deepest thankfulness to

the fxiVer of all good.
grat:l l”fJOice that Your Excellency is able to con-
i th ate us upon the evidence of increased activity
1€ various branches of commerce and industry.
O&tiofx R;"e gratified to hear that several such indi-
durin S have come under your pgrsona.l opservatlon
er g a tour made recently in the North-west
“torgas and British Columbia, and that, in par-

» Her Majesty's dutiful and loyal subjects, |

ticular, Your Excellency noticed the extension of
mining enterprise in British Columbia, where the
vast mineral resourcesare in certain localities heing
now developed and utilized upon something like an
adequate scale.

It affords us much pleasure to hear that a special
feature of the same tour consisted in the oppor-
tunities obtained for visiting a number of the
Indian Reservations and also the Indian Industrial
Schools.  We are glad to learn that on the former
Your Excellency was received with hearty demon-
strations of loyalty and good-will, while in connec-
tion with the latter the proofs of proficiency and
intelligence on the part of the children were highly
encouraging.

We are gla:l to be informed that as to the work
of the Indian Department as a whole, the manner
in which it is directed and administered appears to
be very satisfactory.

We agree with Your Excellency that a veference
to these topics would be incomplete without an
allusion to the valuable services of the North-west
Mounted Police, and we respectfully note Your
Excellency’s opinion that that force may justly be
regarded by Canadians generally as indispensable,
under present conditions, to the well being of those
extensive and promising portions of the Dominion
in which it is stationed.

We thank Your Excellency for the intimation
that immediately after the prorogation of Parlia-
ment, Your Kxcellency's government communi-
cated through the Lieutenant-(zovernorof Manitoba
with the government of that province, in order to
ascertain upon what lines the local authorities of
Manitoba would be prepared to promote amend-
ments to the Acts respecting education in schools
in that province, and whether any arrangement
was possible with the Manitoba government which
would render actionby the Federal Parliament in this
connection unnecessary. We receive, with a deep
sense of its importance, Your Excellency's state-
ment that you regret to say that the advisers of
the Lieutenant-(iovernors have declined to enter-
tain favourably these suggestions, thereby render-
ing it necessary for Your Excellency’s government,
lin pursuance of its declared policy, to introduce

legislation in regard to this subject. We also
‘thank Your Excellency for the information that
the papers will be laid before ns.
| Weare happy to be informed by Your Excel-
. leney that the representations of your Government
~and  the suggestions of the Ottawa (‘onference
respecting steamship communication, have resulted
in an annovncement hy the Imperial authorities of
their willingness to grant a substantial subvention
towards the Atlantic portion of the scheme.

We share Your Excellency’s trust that this will
ensure the successful establishment of a line of
steamers between the United Kingdom and Canada,
which, in point of speed and equipment, shall fully
meet all requirements.

Your Excellency has informed us that your
government have also learned with sutisfaction
that it is the intention of the Secretary of State for
the Colonies to appoint a committee to consider '
proposed Pacific cable to connect Canada with
Australasin.  Your Excellency may bhe assured
that we share the gratification with which your
advisers welcome these announcements as affording
further evidence of the desire of Her Majesty’s
government to draw closer to each other and to
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the motherland the outlying portions of the
Queen’s Dominions. We thank Your Excellency
for stating that the papers on these subjects will
also be submitted to us.

We observe with great interest that our atten-
tion will be asked to measures intended to provide
for the better arming of our militia and the
strengthening of Canadian defences.

We are gratified to learn that the growth of
population in the North-west Territories, as dis-
closed by the last enumeration, calls for additional
representation in parliament, and that a Bill for
this purpose will be laid before us.

We are happy that Your Excellency is able to
inform us that the commissioners appointed by
Great Britain and the United States for the pur-
pose of delimiting the houndary between Alaska
and Canada have concluded their labours, that
they have signed a joint report for presentation to
their respective governments, and that this report
will be laid before Parliament in due time.

We are also pleased to hear that at the request
of the Right Honourable the Secretary of State
for the Colonies a delegate of Your Excellency’s
government visited England last summer to confer
with the Imperial authorities on the question of
Copyright, and that this report will be laid before
us. Your Excellency may be sure that this subject
will again receive.our earnest attention.

We receive with interest Your Excellency’s
announcement that we shall also be asked to con-
sider measures for the extension and development
of our trade in agricultural products with the
United Kingdom and other markets.

Your Kxcellency may rest assured that these
subjects and others which may come before us
shall have our earnest consideration, and Your
Ex ellency ay safely rely upon our wisdom and
prudence under the Divine guidance to discharge
with dignity and effect the high trust committed
to our care.

Hon. M. VILLENEUVE :-—Honorables
messieurs, en me levant pour la premiere fois
dans cette enceinte pour adresser la parole,
j’évrouve le besoin de réclamer des hommes
distingués qui m’entourent une indulg-nce
toute spécia e pendant que je ferai quelques
remarques sur les sujets contenus dans le
discours quil a plu & Son Excellence de pro-
noncer 4 'ouverture de cette session.

Et d’abord, laissez-moi vous dire combien
je me sens honoré d’avoir été appelé & faire
partie de cette Chambre illustrée par la pré-
sence de ta t d’honmes qui ont fait leur
marque dans Phistoire politique du pays, et
avec lesquels il me sera désormais permis de
travailler dans I'intérét commun.

Le gouvernement, fidde & ses engage-
ments, a convoqué, cette année, les Chambres
3 une date beaucoup plus prompte que d’ha-
bitude, et le pays lui en saura gré puisqu’il
prend par 13 le moyen de faire cesser le
malaise que des questions importantes non
oncore décidées, entretient depuis trop long-
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temps déja pavrmi les divers groupes de notre
population.

Irtéressé comme tout bon Canadien doit
I'étre a la prospérité de son pays, je ne puis
qu'étre heureux de répéter, aprés Son Excel-
lence, les expressions de satisfaction et de
gratitude envers la Providence pour la pros-
périté qui va découler de I'abondante récolte
dont nous avons été favorisés cette année et
qui aura pour effet de donner un regain
d’activité a toutes les branches du commerce
et de notre industrie nationale.

Personne n’était mieux qualifié que Son
Excellence pour témoigner de ces faits, puis-
qa’avec cet intérét qui a marqué tous ses
actes et ses démarches depuis son arrivée
parmi nous, le représentant de Sa Majesté a
voulu se rendre compte par lui-méme de la
situation, en visitant les parties les plus
importantes du pays, et spécialement notre
Grand-ouest canadien.

Les nouvelles que Son Excellence nous
rapporte des développements considérables
de lindustrie miniére en Colombie et de
Pextensi n de industrie agricole dans les
Territoires sont de nature & accroitre les
grandes espérances que nous entretenons
pour lavenir de ces magnifiques régions.

Nous ne pouvons que nous réjouir éuale-
ment des succés obtenus, parmi les réserves
indiennes, de cette politique si pleine d’hu-
manité qui honore les institutions cana-
diennes, par contraste & ce que l'on a vu
trop longtemps ailleurs.

Nous nous joignons trés volontiers pour
porter, avec Son Excellence, bon témoignage
de Tefficacité des services rendus par la
police montée pour la sécurité de la popu-
lation de ces territoires.

J’aborde maintenant la question qui fait,
depuis 1890, I'objet des préoccupations sé-
ricuses de tous ceux qui désirent justice
égale, reconnaissance et respect des droits de
chacun, tels que garantis par la constitution
de notre pays.

Maintenir la justice, respecter la consti-
tution, donner l'exemple de la soumission
loyale aux décrets des tribunaux régulié-
rement constitués, garder surtout pour les
décisions du Conseil privé de Sa Majesté
cette déférence, cette loyale adhésion qui a
été une des plus fortes garanties que chacun
des sujets de Sa Majesté ait possédée jusqu’ici
pour le maintien de ce qu'il a de plus cher;
voila ce que signifie la politique actuelle du
gouvernement canadien.

Aussi, je ne puis entretenir de doute que
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Vaccyei] que va recevoir la législation que
on Excellence nous fait entrevoir au sujet
€S droits de la minorité, 4 Manitoba, sera
1ctée par la justice en méme temps que la

Modération, et que 'exécution du jugement
u Conseil privé, au refus du gouvernement

Manitobain de s’y soumettre, sera une leon

Pour toutes majorités provinciales qui se-

Taleut tentées, a Pexemple du gouvernement
Yfeenway, de fouler aux pieds des droits

8arantig par les traités et la constitution, et

Ouvertement reconnus par le plus haut tri-
unal de I'Empire.

1 nous tuurnons maintenant les yeux du

U de 'est, nous sommes heureux d’entre-

VoIr Pétablissement prochain d’'une ligne

Tapide de navigation entre le Royaume-Uni
® la Grande-Bretagne et le Canada ; réali-

Yation d'un projet longtemps entretenu par
® Canada et qui ne pouvait réussir que par
© concours effectif de la métropole, grace &

lf*' Présence, au ministére des colonies, de
h({n}me distingué qui s’est fait 'ami de la

Politique de rapprochement qui doit, dans
2venir, consolider toutes les, parties de

mpire Britan ique.

8 subsides que le gouvernement impérial
8¢ déclare prét & accorder compléteront le
Montant nécessaire & cette entreprise, dont
® Canady avai déja généreusement contri-

U€ sa large prt.

Ous sommes également heureux d'ap-
Prendre qu'il entre maintenant dans lidée
® la politique impériale d’étudier les moyens
, btenir, par ’établissement d’un cable sous
r::f:sn Pacifique, des communications di-

avec I’ Australie. Nous n’avons aucun

d‘)ute que ces études seront bientdt suivies
€ mesureg qui assureront l'accomplissement
ixft:: Pll‘Ojt.et dest:i né a co!nplét«er ces rel.a,t;ions

!‘eu;{co On'xa.les‘ma.ugurees sous de si hgu-

- Auspices, il y a deux ans, grice & l'im-
Pulsion énergique et éclairée que leur avait
v::::e sir Mackenzie Bowell, le chef du gou-

‘nent actuel.
pom‘olus devons t?us, sans dm}‘te, espérer,
jour :: cause de lhuma.mte’, qu'il est loin le
norg a.u nhous verrons se réveiller sur le sol
e la Méricain les desa:qtres et les p'na.lheurs
pou 8uerre ; néanmoins, ne serait ce que
pai; ::ft"Peler que 'une des conditions de la

’uné e rouvera, touJ,ou.rs dans le maintien

Prises ‘;"03 ’?apa-ble d’éviter de fz?,ch?uses sur-

comme. § ]”msp}rer le respect & l,e{cténeur

doute a l'intérieur du pays, Je n'ai aucun
que le parlement ratifiera patriotique-

m
ent t%\;te Sage mesure que le gouvernement

¢Ot,

proposera dans le but de donner plus d’effi-
cacité & 'organisation de notre systéme mili-
taire.

Le progrés du pays, Yaccroissement de sa
population, son avancement dans lindustrie
et les sciences requiérent de la part d’un
gouvernement vigilant une législation propre
aux besoins nouveaux, et je suis heureux de
constater que dans les différents autres para-
graphes du discours du tréne, ces divers
intéréts ont requ de la part du gouvernement
Pattention nécessaire.

C’est donc avec une vive satisfaction que
je propose que l'adresse suivante soit pré-
sentée & Son Excellence en réponse & son
gracieux discours.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The two hon. Sen-
ators who have recently been added to this
chamber have performed the duty allotted
to them with good taste. They are gentle-
men of some experience, both having been,
I believe, members of provincial legisla-
tures, and we may therefore anticip «te that
they will be an acquisition to this body, and
that we shall derive sone advantage from
t e experience they have gained in dealing
with provincial atflairs. Ttis always expect-
ed that gentlemen who move and second the
reply to the address will be somewhat
effusive in their praise of the government
policy, but I must say that these gentlemen
have spoken with great moderation and
tact, and have dealt with the various
clauses of the speech in a fair-minded wan-
ner. I must also here offer my congratula-
tions to the Premier that during the
interregnum which has occurred he has been
able to fill the vacancies that were so long
promised. It is an indication that the
charges made against him by some of his
colleagues were not founded on fact. Hon.
gentlemen will agree that we have rarely
seen a number of the Gazette containing
more appointments than the last one issued ;
that is the very best answer that could be
made to the complaint of the hon. gen-
tleman’s colleagues as to his want of ability,
or his hes'tancy in dealing with public affairs.
I suppose we all are willing to join in render-
ing thanks for the bountiful harvest with
which Canada has been blessed. We are
glad at all event that the tillers of the soil
have received some advantage, although the
prices are so extremely low. When we come
to reflect upon the wide area over which
Canada extends, it is indeed marvellous that
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the harvests should have been so uniformly
good. The next paragraph of the speech is
one that perhaps permits of some challenge
as to its expediency. We are asked to re-
joice over the evidences of increased activity
in the various branches of commerce and
industry. Now,considering that Canada has
probably as many advantages as most coun-
tries in the world, if not more, that we have
millions of broad acres that are unrivalled in
their richness, that we have forests that are

teeming with wealth and which add con-!

siderable to our income every year, that we
have the finest fisheries in the world and
that, as has been stated by the mover of the
address, we have mines which give indica-
tions that they will be second to none in
any country of the world—with all these
advantages I maintain that we are not
in a position to join in congratulations
on our increased activity in these bran-
ches of industry and commerce. A coun-
try situated as Canada is should be grow-
ing and advancing continually, yet we
find, that within the last 18 years, although
vast sums of money have been spent
to bring people into the country, we have
not been able to retain even the natural in-
crease of the population. We see to-day
nearly 1,000,000 Canadians—one-fifth of our
population—in the neighbouring republic,
drawn there from some cause or another, by
what are apparently greater attractions, and
leaving their native land which certainly
ought to present as many advantages as any
country. There must be some cause for this.
Our trade it appears, also, has not increased
during the past year ; on the contrary it has
gone back. Since confederation we have
purchased abroad on an average $18,000,000
worth annually, over and above the value of
our exports : that is to say, importations have
exceeded exports to that amount annually,
making a total of $500,000,000 since con-
federation. It has been pointed out in the
past that we have been rapidly progressing
because our importations were so large.
Singular to say, last year our importations
were less by $3,000,000 than our exports.
Now it cannot be possible that both condi-
tions are indicative of advancement, namely
both an ability to purchase in excess of the
amount of exportation, and the falling off in
the amount of such purchases. There is an
inconsistency somewhere. It will be argued,
I suppose, that the people buy at home and
that the national policy has done it all.

1

All'T can say is, it is very strange that the
national policy did not have this good
effect in years gone by, when business was
very much more inflated than it is to-day.
Again, the reduction in our importations
has had the effect of materially reducing our
revenue, so much so that we have had what
I am sorry to say has been so frequent of
late—a deficit. The next paragraph of the
Address is somewhat personal, as regards
His Excellency, and we are glad to know
that his observation of affairs in the North-
west, and British Columbia was so gratifying
and satisfactory. His Excellency has
taken a more than ordinary interest in the
development of the Canadian North-west,
and in British Columbia, as we all know, he
has invested largely and has been able to
produce ample evidence that the country is
adapted to the production of grain and
cattle. He is also conducting experi-
ments to find out whether that province is
not also suitable for the growth of fruit, and
if he is successful we shall be glad to hear
of it. Curtent report leads us to believe
that British Columbia is admirably suited
for horticultural industries, and we hope His
Excellency’s venture may prove a success.
The next paragraph of the speech is what
might be called the piéce de résistance,
namely, the one dealing with the Manitoba
school question. We certainly regret that
the government of Manitoba has declined
to remove the grievances of the minority. As
we know, daring the six years in which this
question has been discussed, the difliculty of
settling it has been increasing daily. The
difficulty has developed and become greater
during the past year than in previous years.
Unbhappily the press—and by this I do not
mean the press of one political party alone
but the press of both parties—particularly in
the province of Ontario, has not soughttoallay
or diminish that feeling. The cry has gone
forth that Manitoba ought not to be coerced,
wholly ignoring that coercion of the minor-
ity which has already taken place. I repeat,
it is much to be regretted that this question
was not dealt with the first year in which it
arose. It has been stated that in that ses-
sion—the session of 1890—a resolution was
adopted in the House of Commons that such
questions should be submitted to the courts.
Granting that it should have been so sub-
mitted, why was it not submitted then and
there ! It appears from the blue-books that
this Act of the province of Manitoba was
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Passed on the 31st of March, 1890. On that
Yery day the Lieutenant-Governor commun-.
lcated with the government of Canada, in-
Closing a petition from various persons in.
Manimba asking that the Crown exercise its
Tight of veto. Even before the bill was
Passed, the attention of the Ottawa govern-
ent was called to its introduction in the
ocal House, for I find a correspondence
d‘dj;ed prior to the time when the Act re-
¢¢'ved the assent of the Lieutenant-Governor.
f the matter had been then and there re-
ferred to the Supreme Court, as under our
tonstitution we had a right to do, that
court would, no doubt, have dealt with it as
they did later on, by declaring it to be w/fra
vres, and the difficulty would not have
attained its present proportions. In order:
Y show that it was the opinion of the
Zovernment of the day that by a reference
10 the courts questions of this kind were not
Intended to be withdrawn entirely from the
control of the executive, I will read some
observations made by Sir John Macdonald
W!len he accepted Mr. Blake's resolution
with regard to this matter. He distinctly
laid down the principle—and Mr. Blake
4150 recognized it—that the government
<ould only ask for advice, that they were
N0t to be debarred by any decision of the .
Court from considering the question—that,
In fact, it was their duty to so consider it.

may say that Mr. Blake’s resolution went
this far, that on questions of this kind it
Was desirable to obtain the opinion of the.
court hefore the executive proceeded to.
action,  Sir John Macdonald, the leader of
the government at the time, said :

A(Of course my hou. friend (Mr. Blake). in his re-
:J ution, has guarded against the supposition that -
;:0 # decision is hinding on the executive. It isi
. Pressly stated»—and‘that is one of the instances !
- ich shows that this resolution has heen most
“re| ul]_y prepared—that such a decision is only |
e"." the information of the government. The Ex-
“utive is not relieved from any responsibility -
’f‘;’l‘“se‘nf any answer being given by the tribunal. |
res e l‘;Kffgutwe were to be relieved of any such
in tp}?"slblhtyl, I'should cousider that a fatal blot
res € Proposition of my hou. friend. 1 helieve in
Sn,ili(i)‘u?lble government. I believe in the respon- j
trib y of the executive, but the answer of the
unal will be simply for the information of the!

ov A ;
8 vernment. The goverument may dissent from !
at decision,

the 7€ and it may be their duty to do so if |
€y differ from the ~conclusion to which the
court has ¢ome.

igard to which th
Reasure which
ston Pyt

n:sulution,

e court must be guarded in the:

will be introduced——mnot this ses-
I hope next session—based on this

‘dered, that the law

There is another point in re-!

ever it may be, should be considered in the nature
of a judgment so far as to allow of an appeal
to the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council.

Had that question been promptly refer-
red to the Supreme Court, as it might have
been under the law, and had that court
given the decision which it afterwards ren-
was ultra wvires (a
decision which was afterwards overruled,
however, by the Judicial Committee of the
Privy Council) the government of Canada
would have certainly been forced to obey,
and I am quite sure had it been foreseen that
all this confusion would have arisen that
line would have been taken. I donot know
that it is necessary to comment further on
this part of the subject, because T trust that
no case of the kind will ever arise again;
but if a case of this sort were to happen in
the future, it would be infinitely better to
prevent such an unhappy agitation as has
taken place over this question. Had the
Act of the Manitoba legislature been veto-
ed at the time it was passed, there would
have been no agitation in the country, be-
cause the great body of the people then be-
lieved that it wasultravires. There were then
living witnesses who could testify to the
rights of the minority under the constitu-
tion, and we had Sir John Macdonald’s own
statement over and over again that it was

taltra vires of the legislature of the province

of Manitoba to pass that Act. I say,
therefore, that it is most unfortunate that
a different policy was not adopted. Should
similar cases arise in the future, we ought
to settle them at home and abide by the
decision of our own Supreme Court, rather
than submit them to the Judicial Com-
mittee of the Privy Council, who do not
understand our constitution as thoroughly
as does our own court. I trust that when
kindved questions arise we shall settle them
for ourselves and avoid a reference to the
court on the other side of the Atlantic which,
according to the proofs we have had in the
past, has not a proper comprehension of the
Canadian constitution. Any one who has
read the first judgment of the Judicial Com-
mittee will appreciate what I say. They
mixed up parliaments and legislatures with-
out evidently having a clear idea of the
lines of distinction between the two, and
hence I think in future we ought not to
submit important questions like this to a

ibody that takes so little interest in our
and that is. that the answer, what | constitutional affairs as to create the con-
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fusion they did in this particular case. The
next two paragraphs of the Speech refer to
the Atlantic fast line and the Pacificcable. As
to the fast line, that no doubt will be of some
advantage in advertising the country, and if
Great Britain is willing to grant a handsome
subsidy towards the project it may be wise
to accept it. I am not prepared to speak
definitely on the matter until we learn what
the amount of the contribution will be. My
own view is that if we could strike off some of
the shackles which now bind the trade
between Great Britain and ourselves, we
would find an abundance of steamers plying
between Canadaand Great Britain tomeet the
requirements of the situation. This fast
line, I am aware, is intended chiefly for the
purpose of advertising Canada, and of show-
ing particularly that the highway between
Great Britain and the far east through
Canada has advantages over any other
route. To that extent it may be an advan-
tage to us. As to the Pacific cable, the
view to be taken depends largely also upon
the amount of the contribution which may
be made by Great Britain and the various
colonies affected. It is, of course, a step in
the right direction so long as our finances
will admit of the scheme being carried out.
It is undoubtedly a proper thing to bring
together the various colonies of the empire
by all possible means. The next paragraph
of the speech would, I think, have been very
much betéer left out, namely, the one in
which reference is made to the necessity for
the better arming our militia and the
strengthening of Canadian defences. So far
as concerns our defences at ports like
Esquimalt, Quebec, Halifax and St. John,
or any other points on either ocean, I think
it is not only wise and prudent, but that it
is our duty towards the empire, to maintain
the fortifications in such a condition as to
render them of material service to the mother

any countries other than the one immediately
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| that arose is day by day abating. The better

classes in the United States, and nearly all
classes in Great Britain, view with horror
the prospect of war; in fact they do not
admit that it is within the range of possi-
bility that two countries, so closely allied
by blood and by business relations, should
come into collision. Each of these countries
is the best customer of the other. Vastsums
of money belonging to British subjects are
invested in the United States, and as I have
said, the ties between the two countries are
of such a nature that war cannot possibly
arise between them. It is at once our
interest and our duty to promote that feeling.
Canada, of course, is prepared to stand by
the Empire in any emergency, but I think
we will show not only good judgment but
true loyalty to the Empire by suppressing any
jingo sentiment rather than by encourag-
ing it. It would be supreme folly for
us to think of fortifying as against the
United States. What would be the result ?
They also would erect fortifications, and
would no doubt give notice that after 12
months, which I believe is the term pre-
scribed by law, they would launch an addi-
tional number of armed vessels on the great
lakes. That would be an extremely unfor-
tunate thing. We all know that year by
year questions arise between Canada and
the United States in relation to fisheries and
other matters; and if both countries were
prepared for war I am afraid that the con-
sequences might be very serious. When a
cause of difference arises, if the parties to
that difference are prepared for war their
representatives are sometimes inclined to act
hastily and do injudicious and imprudent
things ; and therefore I think we would be
wiser to promote the view that war between
the United States and Great Britain is
impossible. T am glad to see that of late

; { years the attention of the leading men of
countryin theevent of anyentanglementwith  the United States has been directed towards

: the desirability of having all questions aris-

to the south of us. If it isintended, however,  ing between the two countries submitted to

(which I trust is not the case)to fortify
points along the international boundary, I
think the suggestion is very unfortunate. I
presume it arises out of the feeling created
by the communication addressed by the
President of the United States to Lord
Salisbury. That document has not received
the moral support which was expected from
the better class of the population of the

United States ; and already the war feeling |

a standing board of arbitrators. I do not
think that it is necessary at all that we
should stimulate the feeling of loyalty in
Canada. The Canadian people are proud
of their country, and well they may be
There is no country in the world that
has greater or stronger attractions than

Canada. Our system of government,
we think is the best that could be
devised. It is from time to time shown
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%0 possess defects, but it is within thegthe compliment which he has paid, not so
Power of the people at all times to make much to myself as to the gentlemen who
Such changes as they think proper. The. have recently been appointed to seats in the
orm of government which we have adopt- | Senate, Last year the same compliments
ed i3, ag we all recognize, infinitely superior‘were bestowed, and the remark was made
%o that of the neighbouring republic. We|that those who had been selected were not
ave seen theirs break down repeatedly, only worthy of the position to which they
and it is admitted to-day, even by its own had aspired, but that they would be credit-
Citizens, that it is a faiure. It may have able to the Senateand prove of great value
answered in the days of Washington and ' in the legislation of the country. Iam quite
efferson, cne hundred and twenty-five sure that the leader of the opposition will
years ago, but it is not suited to the state. join with me in the same commendations
of society which exists in the United States | upon the selections which have been made
to-day. There is not sufficient responsibility | of the gentlemen introduced in the Senate
to Congress, so far as the President is con- ' during the present session.  They will add
terned. He is as autocratic, almost, as the not only digni y but value to our deliber-
zar of Russia. We, in Canada, enjoying | ations. ~If we require evidence of that fact
greater liberty under our system, would|we have it in the speeches which have
hever consent to anything of the kind if ‘been delivered by both the mover and
Other conditions were possible, and, as I the seconder of the address. They give
said before, the people of Canada are not evidence of a thorough knowledge of the
only thoroughly attached to their own sys- business of Canada and show a proper appre-
tem of governinent and their own country, | ciation of the country in which they live—
but also to the empire. In the past welof its great resources and the independent
ave given evidences of our loyalty to the character of its people.  After speaking of
flag of England. I need not go back to!these appointments, the hon. gentleman re-

the time when our forefathers settled
In this country after the close of the
War for independence in the United States.

am glad to say that a considerable number |
of our citizens now exist who can trace their ;
descent from the U. E. Loyalists. Our an-
cesters gave the best possible proof of their
loyalty to the fla;y, and later on, when Eng-
and was engaged in struggles with other

ferred in his usual way—I hope he will not
consider me wanting in courtesy when
I say, that I think I heard the same
expressions from him once or twice before
—to the old, oldstory of the exodus from
Canada, and the low prices which the
farmers receive for their products. It is
true that the prices are low. It is equally
true that the prices of articles purchased by

Nations, they gave further proof of their at- | consumers are comparatively aslow as are the
tachment to the old flag, as they will be pre- ! prices they obtain for the produqts of their
Pared at any time to do when necessity farms, and consequently they are in no worse
Arises to defend their altars and their  position than they have occupied in the past
earths.  But, none of us need (.onmder,‘w'hen the prices for farm products were
that contingency if we cultivate the arts of | higher. We have bgen told a great many
Peace with our neighbours, and with no other | times, not only during the last year, but
hation can we be embroiled. Therefore, [|during- the last Parliament, _that there
Ope that when we get the explanation of|are large numbers of. Cafna.dla.ns in the
:re Progosed defences, it will be found they U}rlnted Stat:&p&Inv:Emganonl E_Zovezft:x}?;
© 1o be exclusively confined to the out-|when we compare the population
g}tl)sts on the Aslantic and the Pacific, where 1 United States I“)]miht zgzg» t(z;.ft Cm'?,?i,rf:?;tg:;e
€Y may be of service if England becomes are as many Un es citize -
:}I‘nbroiied in contests with any other power  ada 6" P"ggor %lo.n t‘:hourl]Pof:“hat‘s‘)t‘;tti t‘::l::'
sobu’;athe Urilted Stater. {; o not propose a;?"ed ?\r'liihli;::iru;)opu(l}atioﬁl ¢ It is a charac-
ras I a ed, to move any: . ]
amendment to f}l]ecggfliznss. , Y ,feristic of the Anglo-Saxon and Celtic races
‘ to keep moving about. They are restless
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BO\VELL.-——I"people and the rising generations are con-
am glad to know that I am not called | tinually looking forward to bettering their
upon to criticise at any length the remarks ; positions in life, and therefore go to all parts

of the leader of the opposition. I appreciate | of the world. What would Canada be to-day
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if that were not the case !
hon. friend who has drawn attention to
the movement of our people, from what
stock did he himself spring ?
father not been an old countryman, pos-
sibly he never would have come to Canada,
to grace the halls of this
assembly. And so it is with half of those
about me: so it was with my own family.
My father thought there was a better field in
other portions of the British Empire out-
side of England, in which he could bring up

his family, and that the prospects would!
world than
So'!

be better in the western
the locality in which he was born.
it is with the Canadians, and with the
Americans who sprang from the same
stock, and so it will continue to be so long
as the race exists. It is gratifying how-
ever, to know that the hon. gentleman
has such an exalted opinion of the capa-
bilities of the country in which he lives,
and the very fact of that becoming known
has led to aninflux of population to a greater
extent than ever before from the republic to

the south of us, many of whose inhabitants

are now enjoying comfortable homes in the
North-west. T.et me hope that they may
increase. When we speak of the low prices
of the products of the farm, we should
not forget that there are other great pro-
ducing countries of the world. There
was a time when Canada and the United
States were almost the sole sources of
supply for the consuming portion of Great
Britain. That monopoly no longer exists.
Since the hon. gentleman has grown to
manhood the Argentine Republic has sprung
into existence, and Egypt, Russia and dif-

ferent portions of the British Empire, in-.

cluding the colonies of Australia, are
pouring the products of the farm, not only
the cereals, but meat and dairy products,
into the British market. Our own North-
west has produced during the last year from
hfty to sixty million bushels of surplus
grain of various kinds and qualities, and !
as that production increases, soin proportion
must the prices fall ; but if the price of the
articles which they consume fall propor-!
tionately, and money can be obtained at
low rates of interest in order to improve
their farms and carry on business on a:
larger scale, there will be nothing to com-|
plam of. That isx another xmportant
element to be considered when you,

talk about low prices and the want ot"

I would ask my -

Had his-

illustrious

progress that apparently exists in the
country. The hon. gentleman referred to
the excess of imports over exports. What
deduction he desired the House to draw
i from that I cannot perceive ; but I know it
.is the theory of the free- tradex and it is the
theory of the party with whlch the hon.
loentleman is now allied, that an excess of
imports over exports is nu evidence what-
ever of a deterioration either in the trade or
in the prosperity of the country. 1 am not
fprepnred myself to admit, except in theory,
what is argued by the free-traders and the
economists of that particular stripe. I
prefer to take practical results rather than
" theories, The hon. gentleman again referred
to the—I say it in all sincerity—unfor-
tunate school question which is agitating the
country. If seems to me if there are any
deductions to be drawn fromn the statements
and arguinents which he advances, that his
remarks are a justification of the course
which the government has pursued. The
hon. gentleman laid down this principle
first, that we should not have the power of
appealing to the Privy Council, that we
should settle all these matters in our own
courts. Where would my hon. friend’s
minority be to-day if his theory had
obtained 7 The highest court in Canada
decided that the Manitoba School Act
of 1890 was wltra vires. Had there
'been no appeal to the Judicial Com-.
mittee of the Privy Council, that would
have left the minority in precisely the same
position that they occupied prior to 1890.
But the province appealed to England and the
hon. gentlemanobjects tothat. Itwas not the
government of Canada, whom he holds re-
%ponslble, that appealed to the Privy Coun-
cil ; it was the people of Manitoba through
fthell legislature, and that cours decided
that the judgment of the Supreme Court of
Canada was not correct, that the law was
intra vires. Then we have another appeal,
iresulting in a declaration that though the
law passed by the legislature of Manitoba
was intra vires, still the minority had a
grievance, which should be redressed by this
' Parliament. When the Priv y Council de-
nclared that the legislation of Manitoba was
intra vires, that the law should not be inter-
fered w1th, then the mmorxty of Manitoba
{ appealed under the provisions of the consti-
‘tution to ascertain whether they had a
grievance or not. The Supreme Court de-
claved they had no grievance. If it had re-
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mained there,and there had been no power to autonomy ; and it is only when the provin-
appeal tothe Privy Council, then weshouldnot ' cial governments infringe upon the rights of

ave been troubled with this question, and I minorities, which are protected by the con-
Suppose that is what the hon. gentleman  stitution, or when they exceed their power,
would like to have at the present moment,:that the Dominion government would be
as it would relieve himself and hix party of ‘I justified in interfering in any way. I lay
:ﬁe same difticulty that p;;esented itsel?r lto ‘ t{x}at down as a bro;md. prioposition fang belie;;e

ose who are governing the country. e | that it is concurred in by most of those who
Privy Council having defide(} that thetgrie:; | have giivedn the questionhtheIsli%}}test. att;eil-
ance existed, then was the time for action to ! tion. esire to say that I object in toto
be taken and’to carry out the ideas that were to that remark which is constantly
advanced by the Right Honourable Sir John i made by the hon. gentleman, and those
Macdonald to which my hon. friend has{who follow him in the country, as
referred. The hon. gentleman laid down to . ‘“coercing” Manitoba. To prevent
this principle, that though the diferent a province from exceeding its power and
courts of the Empire might give a decision  taking from a minority a right which they
upon an important question of this kind, ' possess, and to ask the province, or compel
Whatever thali); decision might be. it did not  t' em, to restore those rights under the con-
divest the executive for the time heing of the : stitution, is not coercion. If they are per-
responsibility which attached to a responsible | mitted to infringe in one particular, thev
ﬁoverl'nmexilt. Tgemomex;t gfw %:uestiiloncau.)e.‘nia)" in a;:otl:er, :ting 1;het velry reason tfl(:r

P, then the advisers o 1s Kxcellency 1n! placing the two difterent clauses in e
this country pursued the course that Sir John ! constitution of the country was to prevent a
Macdonald indicated they should pursue,  province from excee iing the powers with
i"}1(1 that was to take action and en- which they are vested by that constitution,

eavour to remedy the grievance which

the highest court in the realm de-
clared to edist. So that I cannot my-.

self understand what logical deduction the
10n. gentleman desires the Senate to draw
rom the position that he has taken, unless it
be that the very moment the law was passed |
the Dominion government should have dis-!
allowed it at once. ‘
Hon. Mr. SCOTT—They could referit to
t}}e Supreme Court and they could disallow
atterwards,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-—!

and it is not coercion to say to a man who
trespasses cn your land that he must cease
trespassing at the earliest possible moment.
Neither is it coercion to say to a province,
“You have exceeded the powers vested in
you by the constitution, and you must re-
peal that which you have done, or you must
restore the rights which you had no right to
take away from those who enjoyed them.”

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —They have not
exceeded their powers.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—TI

amnot goingtodiscuss that questionnow ; Tam

The hon. gentleman says that we should |stating the general principle. Whether they
have referred it to the Supreme Court at!have exereded their powers or not, is a ques-

once. T do not so understand the law,
heither do I so understand the duty of the
fovernment of the day. There is no reason

;"hy a question of that kind should be re-

tion which my hon. friend and myself can dis-
cuss when the matter comes before the
Senate, with a view to restoring the rights
which I believe have been taken from the

erred to the Supreme Court, until it reach- | minority, and having taken from them that

ed there through the regular process. I'!which the constitution says they were

WVas about entering into a history of this
¢ase, but I think the Senate understands it

JUst as well as I do, and therefore T shall,this question Jonger.
ot pursue the argument that was suggested‘

'Y the remark of the hon. gentleman. The
government and the opposition I believe
*oth agree upon this very important point,
that the Dominion government should in-

terfere as little as possible with provincial |

entitled to by right, they acted in excess of
their powers. 1 have no desire to discuss
I agee with my hon.
friend, however, and most sincerely, that it
is very unfortunate that questions of this
kind, which appeal to the prejudices rather
than to the good judgment of the people,
should be brought within the purview of the
Dominion legislation or Dominion politics,
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but, upon those who have thrown it before
us must be the responsibility and it is upon
the party which the hon. gentleman so ably
leads in this House that the responsibility
must rest.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—0h, no: The Mani-
toba government are not our party.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.—It
is not the hon. gentleman’s fault, I admit.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—-I have never hesi-
tated to lash the Manitoba government
whenever I have had the opportu-
nity. I think they are the ones who are
responsible for the trouble. I have never
hesitated to say so.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-—
True, they have the honour, if it is an hon-
our, to belong to the party of which my
hon. friend is so distinguished a mem-
ber. With my hon. friend’s remarks,
so far as I could hear them, in reference to
the fast line of steamers and to the Pacific
cable, I heartily agree.
when Canada cannot afford to be behind

any other country in the development of its

trade and commerce. Cable communication
between Canada and the outside world is ab-
solutely necessary to the proper success of
any commercial enterprise. There is an old
adage that trade follows the flag, but to-day
trade not only follows the flag, but its suc-
cess demands that there should be cable
communication between the producing and
consuming portions of the world. Other-

wise, commercial enterprise cannot be suc-

cessful. I could give illustrations of this if it
were necessary. I lay down the broad prin-
ciple that such is the fact, and if Canada de-
sires to keep pace with the rest of the world,
she must have the means, not only of reach-
ing the different markets wherever they may
be, but also the means of instantaneous
communication with all parts of the world
in order to take advantage of the markets
as they may exist. I very much regretted
to hear my hon. friend’s remarks with refer-
ence to placing the militia force in a better
state of efficiency than it is to-day.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I did not refer to the
militia ; T referred to the defences.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
The hon. gentleman spoke of the paragraph

The time has come .

in His Excellency’s speech and regretted that
it was there, and then inferred that it meant
the building of fortifications along our
frontier.

' Hon. Mr. SCOTT— Strengthen
tdefences,” is the term used.

our

{ Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
! That is the line of argument that the hon.
 gentleman used—he regretted that the para-
i graph was there, and then said if it meant
ierecting fortifications or strengthening the
defences along the frontier, it was to be
deprecated as a great mistake. I agree with
“the hon. gentleman that it is desirable that
‘peace should prevail between the United
:States and Canada. I agree with him that
| considering the relations between England
‘and the United States—considering that
'they are of the same races and that the
commercial intercourse between them is so
vastandso valuable, that war betweenthe two
nationsisalmostimpossible. But whileIadmit
that fact, there is no reason why we should
not keep our forces in as efficient a state as
' the finances of the country will justify. T am
glad to know that there is a spirit not only
of patriotism but of rivalry in patriotism
‘among the young men of the rising genera-
"tion in this country. The older the country
i becomes, and the more important the posi-
{tion that it occupies among the nations of
i the world, the more patriotic will our young
!men become, and the best evidence of it
“to-day is the fact that we have thousands of
"offers from Canadians in all parts of the
United States to return to Canada should
their services be required to fight in defence
of the old flag. I agree with my hon. friend
in believing that the fortifications at Esqui-
malt should be strengthened, because they
would be a protection to the Pacific coast of
the Dominion if we had difficulties with the
United States, and would be of much
greater importance in case of war between
England and Russia or any other of the
nations of the world. The intention of the
: government, [ may say, is not to expend large
tsums of money in building fortifications
‘along the frontier. The old system of
fortifications, as the hon. gentleman well
“knows, would not be suited to modern
warfare. The intention is to place our
‘militia in as efficient a condition as is
,consistent with our means, by supplying
,them with the very best arms produced
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in Great Britain. That is really what is
Weant in the paragraph in the Speech from
‘the Throne. I might go further: our
militia has not been enrolled for a good
many years on account of the expense at-
tendin . the enroliment of the forces. I do
not pledge myself to this, but it may be just
possible that enrollment will take place, not
for any warlike purposes, but in order to as-
certain whaot our strength is, as defined in
the Militia Act. Should difficulties, inter-
nal, or external, arise, the country should
be in a position to know the numerical
strength of the militia, and what they could
do to defend the Dominion. I believe I am
expressing the feeling of the people of this
country of all parties, with very few excep-
tions, my hon. friend among them, but I
should be very sorry to suppose that the
body of the party which my hon. friend
leads here hold sentiments in accord with
his own, and I hope that in this instance,
as on the Manitoba school question, and
one or two other matters, he speaks for
himself solely and not for his party.

Hon Mr. SCOTT—I spoke only of forti-

fications ; T made no reference whatever to.

any of them before. I had been on the
Pacific coast, but it had never been my plea-
sure to go into the interior, and I can only
express my astonishment at the fertility of
the soil in those sections which I visited. It
convinces me that while British Columbia
may be one of the most wealthy provinces in
minerals and timber, it possesses also large
areas of agricultural country not excelled on
any part of this continent. His Excellency’s
farm gives further evidence of this fact
that the soil is capable of producing to
a marvellous extent almost all the fruits
that are consumed by the human race,
except those which are grown in the
tropical and semi-tropical climates. British
Columbia bids fair in the near future to be
the home of a large population. If we had
m n who would invest their means there, as
His Excellency has done, it would do much
to induce the people in the overcrowded
portions of the world to emigrate to Canada
and settle where they would find not only a
pleasant climate but homes where they
could live in comfort and provide livelihoods
for their families. I am very much pleased
to know that my hon. friend has fuund so
little to criticise. T feel quite certain that

the militia. {if it were not considered the bounden duty
. Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--1It of the leader of the opposition to find some
18 a purt of the defence. First of all we had { fault and do a little scolding—I will not
a regret that there was any reference to it say growling, because the hon. gentleman
In the Speech. Then we had a hope ex-| did it so pleasantly that no one could take
pressed that there were to be no fortifications. | exception to it—we should have heard no
I should be glad to have fortifications every 'adverse comments. Let me hope that in the
10 miles if we had the money to build them. |future he may have as little fault to find

hey certainly could do no harm. We will| with the administration of the affairs of the
do the next best thing—make the militia as ! country by a Conservative government as
gqod as we can, and then, if necessary, we “ he has found to-day. We will go on and
will expend money on strengthening the for-, prosper—there is no doubt of that—unless
tifications, but I hope there will be no neces-  unfortunately my hon. friend and his party

81ty for anything of the kind. I concur fully
In the hon. gentleman’s remarks with refer-
ence to His Excellency the Governor General
and the very great interest which he takes
In making himself thoroughly acquainted
With the resources of the country in more
Ways than one. He has given evidence of |

18 Sincerity in this particular by the fact
of h}S investments to a very large amount,
and it is gratifying to see the results which
are following from those investments. It
Was my pleasure, during the past year, to
visit the large estate which His Extellency
holds in the Okanagan Valley in British
Columbia, Though I had read of those

British Columbian valleys,I had never visited

should happen to cross the floor of this
House and the destinies of the country
should be placed in their hands, a contin-
gency which I am sure he himself, upon
mature reflection, would deeply regret. Let
us join together in wishing happiness and
prosperity to the people of this country. As
long as it is governed as it has been during
the last seventeen years, I have no doubt of
the results which will follow, and my hon,
friend and his sons will be proud to know
that they are Canadians, more particularly
when they reflect, as he has done, that a
great many years ago conservatism was the
very best possible policy on which we should
govern the destinies of any country.
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Hon. Mr. McINNES (B. C.)—-We have that we have about 33,000 militiamen in
all listened with great pleasure and interest Canada. Each militiaman is supplied with
to the very able speech which has been 20 rounds of ammunition per year for the
delivered by the Premier to-day. I am purpose of practice, but I am credibly in-
highly gratified to find that he has come out formed that in the vast majority of cases it
of his recent difficulties in such a vigorous, is optional, whether or not the men take
condition. It is a matter for congratulation ' even that limited amount of rifle practice. I
to this House and to the country. The hon. | believe that is a great mistake. Instead of in-
gentleman stated that he paid a visit to the ' creasing the militia, it would be very much
Pacific province during last summer with ' better, indeed, if the force were reduced one-
the result that his ideas have been consider- | half and each man were required to fire at
ably enlarged, more particularly as to the'least 200 rounds of ammunition annually
agricultural and horticultural capacities of under the direction of a trained instructor.
that distant province. I only wish that he We have probably as fine a body of militia-
and the other members of both houses of ‘men in Canada, in point of intelligence and
Parliament would visit that country oftener powers of endurance, as can be found any-
than they do, because it is only by making ‘where in the world, but I regret to say that
personal inspection of the enormous and some of them scarcely know enough about
varied resources of British Columbia that a rifle to load and discharge it properly. I
they can come here and intelligently legislate know what I am saying on this point, and I
in the interests of the Dominion, and espe- know that in some of our militia companies
cially of that portion of it on the Pacific' this is the actual fact. It is not the fault
slope. 1 am very pleased that the hon. of the men. 1t is the fault of the govern-
Premier visited our province last summer,  ment that they have not been placed under
and T hope if spared he will repeat his visit | proper instructors. Too much attention is
when he will have the honour of occupying | paid to drill and making a fine appearance.
a seat to the left of Mr. Speaker, which I I like to see a well trained body of men, but
hope will be in a few months hence. I must |if Canada should ever again be called on to
say T take decided exception to some of his ' put down an internal insurrection, as was
remarks with respect to one of the para-'the case in the North-west some years ago,
graphs of the Speech from the Throne, in!or to repel a foreign invasion, it would not
which he criticises the leader of the opposi-| be drill but marksmanship that would count.
tion rather severely. The paragraph that In proof of this, I would refer to the war
he referred to is as follows :— i which took place in South Africa some years

Your attention will be asked to measures in-  280- It was there found that the best E"gl!Sh
tended to provide for the better arming of onr. soldiers were notable to copesuccessfully with
militia and the strengthening of Canwdian de- the experienced riflemen of the country. The
fences. ; Boers were poorly drilled, but every man was

I quite agree with what has fallen from,a marksman. The insurrection in Cuba is
the leader of the opposition. I think it;another illustration; the trained Spanish
would be utter folly—worse than madness:soldiers find that they,are unable to com-
—to erect fortifications at places other than | pete successfully with the native insurgents.
points on the sea-coast. If fortifications!It is not discipline but marksmanship that
were built every ten miles along the line of | would be required in our militia force in the
the international boundary, as the Premieriunformnate event of an outbreak of war.
has mentioned, it would be a source of ; I firmly believe that if you were to select
danger instead of a source of safety to the, 2,000 or 3,000 of the best shots out of our
Dominion. It would only cause irritation | 35,000 militiamen and pit them in a rough
in the minds of those jingoes who, un-:and tumble contest such as would naturally
fortunately, are so numerous, and who air | arise in a country of this kind, against the
their views so persistently through the press remaining 30,000 who were not trained
of the United States. So far as fortifica- | marksmen, the smaller force would exter-
tions at points like Victoria and Halifax are | minate the larger, in spite of the dispropor-
concerned, T am in full accord with what he i tion of numbers. T sincerely hope that
has stated, but there is another aspect of|whatever improvements may be made in
this matter to which I desire to direct his!connection with the militia force the gov-
attention. I believe I am correct in saying | ernment will turn their attention in the
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. " : .
direction that I have indicated. I quite hon. Premier will make a note of what I

agree that it would be a good thing to
adopt the Lee-Metford rifle, or whatever
may be the most improved arm, but it
18 equally important that the men should be
trained to use the weapon in the most effec-
tive way. To take green unpractised
militiamen and place them on the battle
field in competition with men equally well
drilled and more effectively armed, would be
cruel and wicked--it would be almost man-
slaughter. I pass from this subject to that
of the maintenance of the Mounted Police
force in the North-west.
the force has been reduced from 1,000 to
800 men.
direction, and T hope that the government
will in a very short time reduce the number
still further, say to 400 or 500, because I
think that number would be quite ample

. . . . i
to maintain peace and order in the Territor-

les. T am not finding fault with the gov-
ernment in this connection. They have al-
ready reduced the force,and I hope they will
continue to do so as they find that the

tion of the Dominion will permit. Inregard
to the paragraph which relates to tl}e deve-
lopment going on in British Columbia, more

T understand that |

That is a step in the right

lof affairs ought not to exist.
maintenance of peace and safety in that por-

y mentioned a few years ago—1I do not think

he was Premier at the time ; my recollection
is that the House was led by the late Sir
John Abbott—I hope he will take into
consideration the suggestion that I then
made, and that he will in the near future
establish a mint in Canada. It is too bad
that a country producing the precious metals
in such large quantities should have to de-
pend for its gold coin upon the United
States. The gold coins of that country are
legal tender in Canada, and occasionally we
get a few sovereigns from the mother
country, but they are shipped back again as
quickly as possible. Our silver, even, is
minted in England, and the Deputy Minis-
ter of Finance nearly every year boasts that
they make almost enough on the silver coin-
age to pay the running expenses of his
department-—that is to say, from $48,000 to
$54,000 a year. Even our copper coin is
manufactured by a firm in Manchester, if I
am rightly informed. Now that condition
Let us have
a mint without further delay. The cost
would be a mere trifle. There is no
place where that wmint could be esta-
blished to such great advantage as in

particularly in the mining regions, I may
say that T am very much pleased to find
that what I stated on the floor of the House

the province where the great bulk of the
precious metals is produced. British Col-
umbia is the only province of the Dominion
some years ago is receiving attention. |in ‘which a mint was ever established. About
At that time I urged upon the government thirty years ago, before it was made a part
the necessity ef establishing mints to enable | of the Dominion, we had a mint, and a few
Us to coin our own money, pointing out that dozen ten and twenty dollar pieces were
Canada has produced within the last 25 or struck off.
30 years over $65,000,000 of gold, which ‘
has all been shipped out of the country and ~ Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I cannot allow
coined either in the United States or Great | this debate to close without making a few
ritain. On that occasion 1 predicted that remarks upon the questions that are
British Columbia in the near future would . brought before us by the Speech from the
ecome one of the greatest silver producing ' Throne. Before commencing those remarks
countries in the world. A great wmany hon. I desire to express my great sympathy with
gentlemen thought at the time that I was|the families of the two Senators who have
drawing largely upon my imagination, but I ; been lately removed from our midst, Hon.
am happy to be able to say now that during | Messieurs Murphy and Kaulbach. Senator
the last year over $750,000 of gold and: Kaulbach’s death took place under the most
nearly 2,500,000 of silver has been taken | tragic circumstances. ‘He was one of the
out of the province. In all probability the most familiar figures in the Senate, one of
annual output of silver alone will shortly the ablest men in debate that the Senate has
amount to from $7,000,000 to £10,000,000, ‘ had for some years, z_a.nd I thx'nk we sustained
cause most of these mines are just now a very great loss 1pdeed in his untimely
beginning to be developed. Many of them jremoval. An experience of 27 years in the
are only beginning to ship ore, but that ore | legislation of parliament, backed up by a
Yields from one hundred to six and seven|political training, his loss to the country
undred ounces to the ton. I hope that the 1 may be considered a national loss. Senator
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Murphy had not been so long a member
of this House, but he enjoyed the respect of
all for his kindly nature. I may congratulate
the government upon having made the ap-
pointmentsto the Senate which have recently
been gazetted. I also congratulate the mover
and seconder of the address on the loyal
sentiments which they have expressed in
their professions of adherence to thenational
policy as heretofore upheld by the Liberal-
Conservative party.' Hon. gentlemen know
that for some years I have dis<ented from
that policy, that I have thought it my
duty to rise in my place on every proper
occasion, and explain why I have been ob-
liged to dissent from it. I do this in order
that I may be able to assist in some degree
in the work of education which is always
being carried on and which is always neces-
sary with regard to political questions. We
are all the (ime growing, and we should
be all the time learning. The world is
advancing and we must advance with it, and
for that reason change is absolutely neces-
sary. His Excellency has referred in his
speech to the bountiful harvest of last year.
We are all thankful for that harvest, and I
believe that all over the Dominion it has
been a good one. With us in Manitoba
and the North-west it has been so,and I am
glad to be able to endorse the observations
made in the speech in this connection.
We priduced in  Manitoba this year
63,000,000 bushels of grain of all sor s,
wheuat, oats and barley. Our two great
staples are wheat and oats, and of th-se
we have never before produced so la: gely.
We have exported 50,000 head of cattle,
8,000 hogs, 15,000 sheep, and 4,000 horses.
That is the results of the past season’s opera-
tions in Manitoba and the North-west.

Hon. Mr. OGILIVE—Under thenational
policy.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON.—My hon. friend
from Montreal who has so much to do with
the province of Manitoba as one of our
largest grain buyers, says that this is
under the national policy. I do not think
that the blessings of the harvest are to be
attributel to that policy. If Pr.vidence
were consulted, I scarcely think we would
find that the blessing resuited from it.
Providence has given us a grand crop : the
national policy is taking away the profits of
that crop,or trying to take it away from us,

under the guise of protection. It will be suffi-
cient to tell hon. gentlemen that for these
grand crops which Providence bestowed upon
us we are now only able to realize 11 cents a
bushel for oats and from thirty-six to
thirty-eight cents a bushel for wheat of
the best grade. This makes it plain, I
think, that the bounties of Providence
are largely discounted by the causes which
operate to reduce the prices. We are
selling a portion of our wheat—what we
call feed wheat touched by the frost—at as
low a price as 16 and 13 cents a bushel,
and when the hon. member for Montreal
reflects that the Canadian farmers have to
work the who'e year rounrl to produce that
crop, and that they can only obtain a return
for their labour of 11 cents for a bushel of
oats, which must cost at least five cents to
thresh, he will, T think, admit that the
bounties of Providence cannot properly be
attributed to the national policy, so far
as providing for us a consuming market
and reasonable rates to market it. The
national policy adds to the cost of every
article that is necessary for the production
of that grain, and of every article necessary
for the maintenance of the population.
Reduce the cost of living, reduce the cost
of the necessaries of life for our farmers, and
you will at once ameliorate the condition of
the people of the province of Manitoba in
a very great degree. So much for
the bounties of Providence so far as
they apply to the national policy. “ We
rejoice that. His Excellency is able to con-
gratulate us upon the evidences of increased
activity in the various branches of commerce
and industry.” I would like to ask the hon.
Premier what are the evidences that he
refers to. The only evidences that we can
have of that commercial prosperity ate in
the public returns. If he refers to them, I
will quote them to show that he is not
correct when he puts those words in His
Excellency’s mouth. If he refers to the by-
elections which have just been held, where
the feeling of the people has been tested in
various parts, I say, hon. gentlemen, the
leader of the government is quite mistaken
when he puts those words into the mouth of
His Excellency. The evidences that he
speaks of are the evidences he saw ‘in the
distant province of British Columbia. He
does not speak of what he sees around him
here, but he speaks of what he saw in
British Columbia, where large and valuable
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Mines are being developed, where the pro-
ducts of the country are being developed
Y the investment of large capital, and the
€xports of these are being added to the
exports of the country. Now, hon,
gentlemen, those are the evidences that he
has told us have presented themselves to
him, but T wish to present to him the evi-
ence of the by-elections. The Govern-
Ment has appealed to the country through
the by-elections in several places, with
What result 4 The result in North Ontario
Was a victory in favour of the government,
ut opposed to the government were two
candidates, one Patron of Industry, and the
other a member of the Liberal party, both
advocating identically the same policy—
a reform in the tariff differing only in degree
—and together they had a majority in the
Plurality of votes. In additin to that,
although the government candidate got a
Majority in North Ontario of 747 over the
Next highest this majority was obtained from
five towns out of 16 polling places. Thirty-
one polling places declared against the gov-
€rument collectively, while fi.e towns that
Teceive(l the greatest presumed benefits from
the national policy gave the majority, which
Majority alone returned the government can-
idate in opposition to the two who were
dividing the vote against them. Now, hon.
8entlemen, those are theevidences of one
Y-election that the national policy
Was only sustained by five towns out of
thirty-six districts, in which the electors
the opportunity of recording their
Votes. Is that an evidence that the people
are satisfied ! Is that an evidence that the
agriculturists of the country are satisfied?
¢ 82y, hon. gentlemen, that it is expressed
In the morning Citizen to-day : the heading
18 as follows “ What do we see f omn Nort
'atario ”?  «The patrons awake.” Will
8ive the electors of North Ontario an-
Sther whirl.” « M. Anderson, of Simcoe,
I a powerful address depicted the situation
Ot the country politically, socially and cor-
Mercially.  His statement that any change
€ country makes in its rulers must surely

e for the better, as it could not possibly be
OT the worse, wa cheered to the echo.” Now
there is an evidence from the interior of the
Sountry, from the constituency of North
Ontario, that the people in the country are
OPposed to the national policy but the people
1o the five towns who received the direct
benefit of the establishment of manufactories

supported it. Can the government carry on
the business of the country by the support
obtained under such conditions as that?
They cannot do so successfully under condi-
tions of that kind. What are the other
by-elections # In Cardwell where the whole
strength of the government was brought to
bear, the issue largely turned on the school
question, I believe, and the government were
defeated. Then we come to the province of
Quebec, where two elections were held, one in
Montreal and the other in Jacques Cartier.
What was the result? The government
candidates were defeated by large majorities.
Now I have looked upon the defeat of
the government in Montreal simply as a de-
feat of the national policy. I do not see that
there is any other reason that can be given for
that defeat. 1t is the disappointment of the
merchant princes of Montreal with the effect
of the na*ional policy, reducing the imports
last year by $12,000,000. Montreal is the
great entry port for Canada and the imports
of the country. The effect of the national
policy in the Jast year has been to decrease
the imports by $12,000,000. If that is not
enough to cause people to stand and con-
sider what has been the effect of the com-
mercial policy of the country upon them-
selves they can find ou, and in no other
way more effectually than by realzing the
loss resulting from that reduction of im-
ports. Not only that, bus the merchant
princes of Montreal, instead of being per-
mitted to imp rt and conduct the business
they “have hitherto enjoyed, find that in
consequence of the heavy duties from abroad,
they are dictated to by the manufacturers,
not only as to what they shall sell, but the
terms and conditions on which they shall
sell them ; or as they legitimately complain,
“ the manufacturers not only say what kind
of business we shali conduct, but the man-
ner in which we shall conduct it as well.”
That is the result of monopoly ; that is t e
result of the national policy. That is the
effect which has been produced upon names
of the large merchants of Montreal in the
management of their business. Tt is easy
to see that where competition is closed
out the manufacturers can go to mer-
chants and say : “ You will sell those goods
on such and such terms, or we will establish
a wholesale house and close you out alto-
gether.” Now that is the condition in
which they found themselves placed, and
that is one of the moving principles which
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actuated a large proportion of the English
vote in Montreal Centre to oppose the gov-
ernment.
but every one is at liberty to put such inter-
pretation upon matters of that kind as he
thinks will be correct.
eleciion turned on the school question. But
I say, hon. gentleman, although the gov-
ernment have come down and have guaran-

teed that they will put remedial legislation

upon the statute book and coerce Manatoba
on educational matters—notwithstanding

the fact that the action of Manitoba is re-

garded as a grievance in the province of
Quebec, the two constituencies, Jacques

Cartier and Montreal Centre, have turned:

against the government. Can the govern-

ment say that they are heart and soul with

the principle of coercing Manitoba ! I say
they cannot in the face of two elections of
that kind, where the whole power of the
government was brought to bear to convince
the people not only of the success of the
national policy, but also of the soundness
of their school policy.  In one constituency
T believe there was a complete turn over of
seven hundred votes. Then, again, we had
a by-election only yesterday in West Hur-
on, and the government candidate was
again defeated. Out in British Columbia,
a Cabinet Minister, who has just been ap-
pointed for the first time, returns to his
constituency for re-election. The vote

for the man who opposed him in the:
former election was 400, and he did not!
save his deposit ; this time, however, that:
Colonel |
Prior, in the former election, had secured a’
majority of 600, to-day, with all the pre :
stige of the position of a Cabinet Minister,
with all the pleasure it should have afforded :
the population of British Columbia to have .

same man obtained 1,500 votes.

a representative in the Cabinet, the city of

Victoria itself gave a majority against that

Cabinet Minister. These are the evidences

which were before the public when the hon. !

The hon. gentleman may smile, '

You may think the’

‘extent, yet the commercial condition of the
| country is such that it is no matter of con-
gratulation on the part of the government.
It would be far better if the government
had realized that the national policy had
served its purpose, and that the time had
come when a modification of that policy
should have been made, but the govern-
ment have determined upon fighting the
battle all along the line on the basis of the
old national policy : protection to the hilt
is to be the cry. Sir Charles Tupper has
been brought from England, and imported
into the government for the purpose of
assisting them to maintain that protection,
and the fact that the hon. leader of the
House has put this paragraph in the speech
of His Excellency is no justification, so far
‘as the evidences that I have brought before
i you are concerned. The other indications,
i which are the only evidences the public have
'to go by, are the public returns. What do
;we find in the public returns in regard to
. the trade of the country? The hon. mover
{of the address has told us of the in-
!crease in our trade with the world, without
tstudying the returns to ascertain that the
trade of the world is not being brought to the
:doors of Canada. The public returns show
‘us that the revenue of the country has
| decreased.

i It being six o'clock, I move the adjourn-
ment of the debate.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate then adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawwa, Thursday, January 16th, 189¢.

Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
lo’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

leader of the House put into His Excel-

lency’s mouth the reasons why the national

policy should be sustained. We hear the'

strongest expression from one of the leaders
of the Patrons of Industry with regard to
it. We hear the evidence that is given to us
through the by-elections with regard to it,
and there is nothing to justify the govern-|
ment in saying that the evidpnces of pros- |
perity abounded ; because while the bounti-
ful harvest, thank God, existed to a large |

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill () “ An Act to amend the Railway
Act.”—(Hon. Mr. McCallum.)
i THE ADDRESS.
DEBATE CONTINUED.
The Order of the Day being called—

Resuming the adjourned Debate on the consid-
eration of His Excellency the Governor General's

{
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|
!Is it because we have not fertile soil, great
‘extent of territory, or intelligence and in-
Hon. Mr. BOULTON — In my con-|dustry in our population? Agriculture is
Oluding remarks last night I was dea,]ing i the backbone of the county, yet we find the
with the evidences which the hon. leader of » decrease in agricultural product was %8,000,-
this House said had been br()ught. to h]s'OOO There was a decrease of :‘31,500,000
Dotice to justify the paragraph in the | in the products of our forests and a decrease
Speech from the Throne, T congratulate |of $500,000 in the products of our fisheries.
You upon the evidence of increased activity | On the other hand, there was an increase in
In the various branches of commerce and;the exports of our mines of 1,250,000, an in-
indust,ry." To find indications of this, he | crease in the exports of animals of $2,500,-
ha'd to g0 all the way across the continent | OOO, and an increase in the exports of manu-

‘S:Peeeh, on the opening of the Nixth Nession of the
Seventh Parliament.

to the Rocky Mountains, where rich mines

are being developed and large capital is:

being invested. He did not furnish any

evidence from the centres of population in:
1 desire to give the;
evidence which is to be found in the public!
returns, the only information that a public.

the eastern provinces.

man can deal with before Parliament or on
the platform. We cannot take the prosper-

ity of any particular individual, or of any!

barticular locality, as evidence of prosperity

t'hl'OUghO\m the whole country, for which’

We are responsible, as far as legislation
18 concerned. We have to deal with
the country as a whole, and the only
Way we can do so is to take
the public returns that are brought down
rom year to year, showing the commercial
condition of the country from the Atlantic
to the Pacific. It is utterly impossible for

any one, without those returns, to know the:
exact condition under which we live, and
therefore, in dealing with a question of this

ind in a statesmanlike manner, it is neces- -

sary to take the public returns in order to
urnish a justification for the position we
Way individually take. 1 cited yesterday

¢ evidence furnished in the by-elections

as to the state of public opinion as far as,

tl'lose elections could show it. I now take
Yp the public returns. T showed yesterday
that the revenue had fallen, that the debt

ad increased $10,000,000, while the assets .
ad only increased $3,000.000, leaving a
net increase in the debt of %7,000,000. The
exports had fallen off $4,000,000 and the'

Imports had fallen off %12,000,000. Now,

Why have our exports fallen off? Why have'

® exports of this great country—1I was
80Ing to say this unoccupied country, because

' factures of $500,000. That is the condition
iof the exporting power of the country to-
‘day. There is a corresponding, or rather
more than a corresponding diminution in
our imports. While our exports have fallen
off to the extent of $4,000,000, our imports
have fallen off %12,000,000.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—That is a good
thing for the country.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—My hon. friend
"says that is a good thing for the country. I
'suppose it is necessary to repeat and repeat
until we get the hon. gentleman to under-
stand that he is wrong in his premises. The
imports represent the payment that we get
for our exports. That is the only pay that
comes hack to the country. It does not
jcome back in bullion—it comes back in no
tother form whatever, and when we export
four millions of dollars less and import twelve
million dollars less, it shows a diminution of
the purchasing power of the country, and a
diminution of the productive power.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM —-If we do not
;import the goods we have the money. We
get it in some shape.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —The only’ way
foreign nations pay us is in the imports
which come back. The imports and the
exports balance one another in proportion to
our purchasing and productive power, and
the balance is regulated by exchange. We
will draw upon England to pay for our
cattle, and England will draw upon us for
the imports she returns. There is generally
"a balance which is paid annually and recti-

1t is practically unoccupied, when only half | fies the balance by a small interchange of

of the North American continent contains|bullion, which is shown in the public re-

only 5,000,000 of people—why have ouriturns. Sometimes it is $2,000,000, and

®Xports fallen off? Our exports of agricul- sometimes it is $3,000,000.  This is put

tural products decreased last year$8,000,000. | down on the one side as exports, and on the
4
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other side as imports. I mention that to
show you that it is incontrovertible, that the

pay we get for our exports is represented by
our imports, and when our in ports have:

decreased to the extent of $12,000,000, it
means that the purchasing power of the
people has been reduced to that extent. Tt
means that our exports of grain, cattie, flour,
or anything else, have been absorbed in

foreign markets, to pay the interest upon .

investments which have been made in this
country, or upon money we have borrowed.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—-Can we not
manufacture in this country, and, conse-
quently, import less !

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON —Does it not also
mean we buy our goods cheaper ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—You mean that
the goods come to us at a less price?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON —Yes.
Hon. Mr. BOULTON —No, sir, the evi-

dence is the other way.

Montreal at a cost of $60. That is the
return to the farmer and it is sold on the
other side for $100. We have a credit in
England for $100 to draw from. That $100

curues back to us in goods for dis ribution:!

among the various interests engaged in
producing and placing those commodities in
the consuming market.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-—But we are able
to buy the goods now for $80 !

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —You cannot buy
them for $80 ; protection says no, and 30
to 40 per cent is added to the cost of the
return cargo.

Ho‘n. Mr. FERGUSON—Yes, we get the
gouds cheaper. :

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —That cheapness
appies to the world. We have a credit of
$100 todraw from for the animal we export,
and t.at $100 is paid for by a redraft of the
English merchant to pay for the goods we
import.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Suppose you did not buy the goods

Hon, Mr. BOULTON —Then you would
not sell the animal

Some hon. MEMBERS-—Oh, no, no.

1

If we export $100:
worth of cattle from Montreal it goes out of -
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Hon. Mr. BOULTON~~YOu cannot sell
i without you buy.

Some hon. MEMBERS—-Oh, oh.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—That is what you
have got to learn. You cannot sell without
(you buy. It is an utter impossiblity.
. The protective policy puts a limit upon our
;ability to purchase, and to the extent that
11t does so it limits our ability to sell abroad.
| That is the way the trade of the world is
. conducted. The international trade of Great
: Britain is carried on entirely by exports and
jimports.  There is only six per cent about
‘of interchange of bullion; however, that is
.an economic question that has to be studied
{out and has to be realized. The public
returns show us year by year that our im-
| ports and our exports balance one another.
t I will read to the House what I find in this
! book of returns:

The excess of imports over exports since con-
i federation has been $524,000,000 ; the average ex-
I cess of imports over exports, $18,000,000 annually.

The yearly average of excess of imports
i over exports is $18,000,000.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—There is a bal-
-ance this year in our favour.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—No, that is a bal-
;ance since confederation. This year it is
| altogether the other way. We have export-
‘ed more than we have imported.

| Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—So much the
better.

. Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Oh, no. Theex-
' ports have been absorbed to pay the interest
‘on the public indebtedness and the private
indebtedness, and the municipal indebted-
{ ness, and the public losses that have been
‘made. The exports have been absorbed in
torder to pay for all that. There is no other
contention and you cannot prove it in any
other way. That money has to be remitted,
the $10,000,000 interest set down in the
public accounts—it has to be remitted to
our creditors.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—The hon. gen-
tleman says the more we expend the better
we are off. I say we should have a balance
in our favour. If our exports are larger
than our imports we are much better off,
Everybody knows that in practical life. If
our exports amount to more than our imports
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We are so much better off ; our imports are
hot as large as they used to be because we do
2 large manufacturing business.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—The hon. gentle-
man will have an opportunity of speaking
Upon this question and I do not know that
1t is possible to m ke a speech or to explain
the position I am taking unless I am allowed
to follow out the line T am adopting.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—I did not wish
to interrupt the hon. gentleman, but he
allowed me to do so.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I wish to say, at
any rate, that the commercial condition of
the country, as given to us through the
Public accounts, is not such evidence as we
should expect of commercial prosperity in
the country, and it is a great deal better
that gentlemen should open their eyes and
their winds to the reception of evidence that
¥ill lead them to take a proper position

fore the people of the country, rather than
blind themselves to the facts. = If you blind
Jourself with the facts against you, the
People will lose confidence in your judgment
and the policy you are advocating. We

ave now arrived at the termination of
Seventeen years of commercial life with the
Rational policy. We have now to deal with
1t as shown in the public returns at the end
of that seventeen years. Our exports have
fallen off; our imports have fallen off, and
if the exports have fallen, the people must

poorer.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-—As to quantity
or valye ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—As to both.

ere are the public returns. Any gentle-
Wan can look at them for himself and can
8ee the prices have not fallen. The price for
flour in 1895 was $2.19 and in 1894 it was
= ; the price of wheat was about the same.

. course you cannot te]l exactly about the
Price of wheat, because it may be an inferior
Quality in some cases. But the value in
3nimals has increased. The oxen and bulls
that went into England in 1891 by the
Public returns show that they averaged $2 a
€ad more in 1895 than in 1894, that
Argument that there is a depression in
Prices has no existence in the present
Teturns. In the last two or three years
there ha'f been very little in the varia-

4

tion of the value of any produce that
poured into the British market, and there-
fore it is evidenced that there is a want
of prosperity on the part of the agricultural
people of the country when we have to come
down and say that there has been that falling
off in the exports of our agricultural products.
I think it is a great deal better to open your
eyes to the fact and try to ascertain what
is the cause. Why is it that that is the case ¢
I contend that that is the case because the
conditions under which our farmers have to
live under the national po icy are such that
it is not profitable to grow to the same
extent that we were able to do before,
because when hon. gentlemen come to talk
about our exporting power, they must realize
that in 1878 we had not the North-west
Territories opened up. Seventeen years
ago, when the national policy was imposed
there was no North-west and no Manitoba,
so far as our exporting power was concerned.
Those sections of the country could not be
developed until the building of the Canadian
Pacific Railway, and you have to take into
consideration the enormous increase that has
taken p'ace in our exporting power when
you realize that vast territory which has
bren brought into existence, the province of
British Columbia which has been brought
into existence and the evid-nces that the
hon. lea er of the government says he sees
of activity there. Take away that export-
ing power from Canada. Take away Mani-
tob, take away the North-west Territories,
take away the province of British Columbia
from the exporting power of Canada, and
where would the older provinces be in their
exporting power with which we can alone com-
pare the conditions in 1878 or in 1882 or even
a later date ¥ They would be inevitably
below what they are to-day, because, as I
10ld the House yes erday, Manitoba exported
this year 80,000 head of stock. We have
grown 63,000,000 bushels of grain and all
that has been added to the exporting power
of Canada; notwithstanding the increase
and notwithstanding the abundant harvest
which His Excellen-y has toid us, with per-
fect truth, has been given to us, notwith-
standing this great increase of exporting
power, we have to confess and realize
through the public returns that there is a
depression in the exporting power of the
people of Canada to the extent of $4,000,-
000, and a corresponding reduction in our
importing power of $12,000,000. Now, if
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this is the condition we find ourselves in at the
end of 17 years of the national policy what is
the remedy ? What are we to do? Isit a
stationary period or is it a transitory period !’
That is what we have got to realize. I say it
is a stationary period, that under the national
policy we have arrived at that stage of its
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place, excepting in whisky and sugar.
There has been an increase in the export of
sugar amounting to $300,000, and of whisky
2150,000. I say the national policy has
reached the limit where it could serve the
country—we have reached the limit of pro-
gress and we have to fall back entirely on

existence in which stagnation stares usin the ' the consuming power of the people of
face, as the public returns show. I williCanada—five millions of people. Our power
give you a few figures to show where the:to export is shown to be utterly without
reduction of the exports of the country have ' foundation and is growing less and less every
taken place. In mining, there has been an | year. We instituted the national policy for
increase of the exporting power of the the purpose of creating a home market—
country. That is largely due to the province | that is to say, for the purpose of increasing
of British Columbia. There is an increase : our population and thus providing a larger
in the export of lead and silver, and an in- | consuming population within reach of our
crease in the export of asbestus. That is farmers. That has not been realized, and it
down in this part of the country ; but the is not being realized. What is the condition
increase of mineral exports is chiefly from of the market in Toronto? We watch the
the province of British Columbia. Then we ;export prices quoted in the commercial re-
take the animals ; there is an increase of | turns in Montreal and Toronto, and we find
half a million dollars in the export of horses. ' that the prices for beef are, for export 3c.
We exported this year, for the first time;and for local consumption 24c. Where then
from the province of Manitoba and the!is the market! Last week I met in this
North-west Territories, 4,000 horses. There | city some men who had brought in two
has been an increase in the export of cattle | wagon loads of beef in the carcase. They
amounting to three-quarters of a million. | had driven them for 32 miles. Tasked them
Last year we exported 35,000, and what beef was worth, and they said they
this year we exported 50,000 odd. There:expected to get $3 per hundred for hind
has been an 1increase of nearly a mil-: quarters and $2.5C for fore quarters.

lion dollars in the export of sheep. In the
same way we export a proportion of that.
There has been a decrease of one million
dollars in the export of cheese. Ido not- Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Here in Ottawa.
know that the fall in price of this year 1 am only stating what 1 was told by the
existed prior to the closing of these people who brought in the beet. Now,
returns. In  the export of bacon|those were the prices which prevailed in
there has been an increase of three 1878, before the national policy was adopted.
quarters of a million dollars, in beef of At the end of seventeen years are we coming
a quarter of a million dollars, but in the ex- ' back to the prices which then existed 7 At
port of canned meats, there has been « de- any rate, these are the public quotations,
crease of nearly half a million dollars. This 'showing the difference between the export
is all information that is valuable for us to | value and the local value of animals. If it
know. There has been an increase in the | was not for free trade, England being able

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW_-—Where is that?

export of wool--it is the first time we haveto consume all that the world can
exported any. There has heen an in- send of its surplus productions, there
crease of one million dollars in the export of | would be no value in our products
apples and an increase in the export of barley jat all, so far as the local market

and beans, and there has been a decre-

is concerned. It shows clearly that the
ase in the export of Indian corn, oats, pease,

wheat, flour, oatmeal and hay. There has
been an increase in the export of agricul-
tural implements amounting to $200,000.
Whether that is due to the change of policy in
giving a rebate on all the exports or not, I
cannot say. That is virtually the only
increase in manufactures that has taken|

national policy has failed to give us a local
market for the surplus productions of the
country. Now, how can that be bettered ¢
My argument has always been, for the last
four or five years, that it can be bettered by
adopting free trade. Instead of limiting
the manufacturing power of Canada to the
demand of 5,000,000 of people, situated in
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Canada under a protective tariff, which
greatly increases the cost of everything they
require for their own consumption, it is a

&reat deal better to follow a difierent econo- ‘

i policy, and make the cost of manufactur-
Ing so cheap that vou can go out into the

Markets of the world with your manufac-
tures, and thus increase the consuming’

Population, in the centres of Canada, im-
Measurably.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—The hon. gentle-
an throws a doubt on what I am saying,
bl&t we have the evidences before us.
What has the economic policy of Great
Britain done for the people of the mother
Country ? Take the export of wool as one
€vidence of what it has accomplished. Tn
(_'anadn we have had woollen mills ever
Since I can remember, It is not for want
0L experience or capacity that we have not

Increased our woollen manufactures, yet we

do not export one dollar's worth of woolleen
Wanufactures whereas Great Britain exports
175 millions of dollars worth.

Hon., Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--
“u must mean woollen gouds.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Wool and woollen |
A portion of these figures covers)

Svods.

Manufactures of wool, and some of it passes:

Hirough the country as raw material. The
Manufactures amount, I think, to about one
tundred million dollars.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
England is not a wool producing country.

Hon, Mr. BOULTON—T said woollen:

goods,

They import wool from Australia

“nd manufacture it into goods which are'

~ent to the different markets of the world.

at same wool is available to us in Canada
ere,

Tee—we have the power to manufacture it

¢re and send our woollen goods to the:

Warkets of the world.
to do precisely as Great Britain is doing.
There is nothing to prevent it. There

at enormous demand in the markets of

We have the power

N

We have the power to admit wool:

is:

} trade, by which the cost of producing goods
.is reduced to the lowest possible notch.
Apply those economic conditions of free
trade to Canadian life and manufactures,
and you will produce precisely the samne
result. Itis not for any want of intelligence,
ability, industry or any of the conditions
that prevail in England that we fail--the
difficulty is that we are held down at the
present moment by a selfish policy which
' creatrs monopoly and such a monopoly that
it prevents any increase of the manufacturing
of the country and reduces the exporting
power of the country by increasing the
cost of everything that is applied to our
‘industries manufacturers have to limit pro-
,duction in self defense. Here we have the
evidence of it in our public returns, so that it
can not possibly be denied or gainsaid. The
result of adopting free trade would bLe to
give us the power within ourselves to share
in the enormous trade that the people of
Great Britain enjoy. Free trade has bailt
them up and made them the envy of every
_nation of the world, has given them their
wealth and has enabled them to create the
most powerful navy and take the proudest
position among the nations of the world. Tt
has enabled them to extend Christian civiliz-
ation by extending their commerce, and not,
as a member of this Cabinet said, by slaying

;savage tribes and heathen nations to
find  warkets. By free trade they
have extended their commerce, and

through that they are carrying civiliza-
tion to every part of the globe. England
opens up sections of Africa peopled with
-savage tribes who have noability,orindustry,
or ingenuity ; she converts them into an in-
dustrious population, and in turn their de-
.mands bring back trade to her own people.
Now we are a part of the British Empire ;
iwe enjoy all the advantages which acerue
from her system of government and her
.extensive commerce. We have the same
opportanities and advantages that England
enjoys, and it is for us to take advantage uf
them, at the present moment, when we
tind ourselves brought face to fuce with a
_condition of affairs which was condemned
prior to 1378. We find ourselves in a
‘period when deficits are occurring, when
|the trade of the country is decreasing,

the worlq and Great Britain has been able when stagnation is staring us in the face and
% surpass all other nations in her ability to it would have been far wiser if the leader
Supply the markets with those commodities in | of the government had recognized what was
‘onsequence of the economic force of free . coming, and had consented to modify his
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commercial policy and follow in the footsteps 1 conclusion that protection was working evil,
of Great Britain, thus laying the foundation  and what I have seen and learned during the
for an alliance with that great commercial | last four years has more strongly convinced
policy that knows no superior, which has not | me that I was right in the stand that I had
failed in the slightest degree, which has gone | taken. The returns before us to-day show a
on improving and increasing the prosperity  decrease from year to year and furnish a
of the country until the inhabitants justification of the course which I then pur-
of the British Isles have reached the | sued.

proud position which they occupy to-day. |

As the Chancellor of the Exchequer said last, Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE—The hon. gentle-
month “Our revenue is £101,000,000, our | man says that year by year _there is a de-
surplus £5,000,000, and there is no nation | crease. He would leave the impression on

in the world that raises such a revenue as
that with so little burden of taxation on the
people.” Of that £101,000,000, none of it
rests on the shoulders of labour, by the tax-
ation on their necessaries, and that is
the secret of the economic power of the peo-
ple of Great Britain. Labour is free from

taxation, and in consequence her people com-

pete with and undersell every nation of the
world. The total value of imports into

Great Britain last year was £379,000,000, |

an increase over the returns for 1894,

and again over the returns for
1893, while Canada’s imports as well
as our exports have been decreasing

during the same period. The exports of

Great Britain in 1895 were £206 000,000 |

of home manufactures, and .£54,000,000
of manufactures of foreign and colonial
merchandise, showing an increase over the
figures of 1894 and 1893. Consider that
enornious exporting power of £270,000,000
sterling or $1,350,000,000, of exports, and
bear in mind that it does not include
agricultural products, but is the export-
ing power generated by her manufactur-
ing policy, importing raw materials from the
markets of the world, manufacturing those
imports into goods and shipping them out to
the markets of the world again. We have
the opportnuity to share in that prosperity,
thus increasing the consuming power of our
manufacturing centres and creating a local
- market, not limited merely to the 5,000,000
of people now in the country, but a market
which can consume all that we can produce.
I am so thoroughly convinced of the ability
of Canada and the Canadian people to en-
gage in that trade and add to the prosperity
of the whole Dominion, that I shall not fail

the minds of hon. members that there has
been a steady decrease in the exports of the
country. The public records show a different
state of things, and the fact is that with the
exception of the three years immediately
prior to the present year, the exports of last
year have been very much larger than at
any time from 1868 onwards, and the im-
ports last year have been less a good deal
than in previous years.

\
|
| Hon. Mr. BOULTON—T referred to the
,fact that in 1868, the year that he mentions,
{we had no North-west Territories or
‘1} Manitoba or British Columbia.

| Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE—From 1868 on-
" wards, T said.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—There was no
'Manitoba. That province has this vear
'added largely to the exporting powers of
tCanada, and British Columbia has added
| some millions of dollars worth of coal, can-
ned silmon and other products to the ex-
jports. None of that exporting power existed
‘from 1868 to 1882—it did not commence
{until 1884 or 1885, so that I am right in
tsaying that there has been a decrease from

| year to year.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE—~The records of
| the country do not, to my mind, bear out
"the hon. gentleman’s assertion. I did not
contine my remarks exclusively to the year
1868, but starting with that year, down to
the present time, with the exception of
three years imnediately preceding the pre-
sent year, the exports of the country have
been very much larger.

to do my utmost to convince the public to' Hon. Mr. BOULTON—T can only read
adopt the free trade policy. Four years ago. from the public returns. In 1895, the
I was obliged to take an independent stand | amount was £105,000,000 ; in' 1894, it was
in this House, because I had ceased to be an, 8113,000,000, and in 1893, it was %121,
advocate of protection. I had come to the|000,000. Would the hon. gentleman like
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me to go back any further?
€xportation of 5,000,0C0 of people—$121,-
000,000 in 1893, $113,000,000 in 1894,
8105,000,000 in 1895, and probably the
figures will fall below 2100,000,000 before
1896,
am making.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—The people are
Zetting richer because they are able to keep
the money in the country. The hon. gentle-
mMan avoids carefully the two columns, giv-

'Ing the gross trade.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE—You will find
the information, I think, in the first two
columns of the page you are lookiny at.

Hon. Mr. WOOD—The hon.- gentleman,
think, is reading the importations and not
the exportations.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON--Very well ; I will
read the exportations. For 1895, they were
$113,000,000 ; for 1894, 2117,000,000 ; for
1893, 3118,000,000.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE—Look at what is
beyond that.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I rise to a question
of order. T think the hon. gentleman from
Shell River should be aliowed to make his
Speechand the hon. gentlemen who differ from

Im can reply afterwards. These interrup-

tions are highly irregular and unsatisfac-
tOry,

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—1I shall be only
o glad to give any information I can.
Tuking the total of the importations and
€Xportations to which the hon gentleman
refers, I find that for 1895 the total trade
?f the country was $224,000,000, for 1894
1t was £240,000,000, and for 1893, %247,-
000,000.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE—I do not wish
to Interrupt unecessarily, but I repeat that
if the hon. gentleman will go back over the
Years immediately prior to those he has
Quoted—if he will look back as far as 1868
—he will find that the exports for the last
Year are very much larger than formerly.

Hon Mr. BOULTON—I do not think it

Necessary to go through the whole of the-

clumn.” In 1892 the gross trade was

This is the,

That is a proof of the statement I

I

$218,000,000. In 1890 it was $218,000,000.
Taking the past six years the present year is
below the average of the whole.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
The hon. gentleman knows very well that
-in order to make a fair comparison he must
‘stite the value of the goods. A merchant
~may bring in this year as much as he im-
ported last year, but the prices may be 25
per cent cheaper, so that the mere giving of
figures is utterly valueless.

i Hon. Mr. BOULTON—The hon. leader
of the House was absent, I think, when 1
reéferred to that question. I claim that
there was an increase this year over last
in the value of our agriculture produce.
Flour this year, according to the British
returns, is 82.20 per hundred weight, while
last year it was only $2.00. Cattle th's year
are 22,00 per head higher than they were last
year. Thit is according to the British
returns, from which I have taken the trouble
to extract these figures. The hon. gentle-
man can total them up for himself if ne
thinks fit. These are facts and figures
which cannot be denied. The value of
agricultural produce has not vavied greatly
in the last four years. It fell off somewhat
but it reached its lowest limit some years
ago. Neither has there been inuch variation
.in the price of these products; and when
the farmers of the country show their in-
ability to export agricultural products to
.the same amount as formerly, the falling
off being equal to %8 000,000, it certainly
should convince those who are responsible
for the government of the country that the
time has come for a thorough inquiry into the
whole matter. They should not put their
ipse dixit upon it and proclaim that they are
going to maintain the National Policy in the
face of all conditions which may arise.
They apparently do rot take cognizance of
what is contained inthe published returns but
take the stand that, b.cause the protective
policy was satisfactory at some time in the
past, it must be continued. The government
are apparently ignoring the evidence which is
accumulating against that policy, although
it was brought prominently before them
during the by-elections. Hon. gentlemen
may sncer at by-elections, but it is not wise
to do so, because we are, after all, only the
representatives of the people, and it is they

~who govern. 1f the government is not far-
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. |
sighted enough to see what is going on in the down and cramping their energies, subvert-
country at large, it must suffer the penalty. ing their moral power and retarding the
As individuals we can only judge of what is | progress of thie country generally. ‘We are

going on in our immediate vieinity, and to
arrive at anything like a practical conclusion |
in regard to large questions of this kind we-
must judge by results.

proud always to say that Canada is capable
of anything, that it is equipped with magni-
ficent resources. We have only to develop

~them, but is it possible to do so unless you

' make the conditions such that the people of

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM —Ave you judging .
by results?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Yes, by the re-
sults of the by-clections as well as by the
published returns. They contain clear evi-
dence as to what brought about the verdict
which was given in the recent elections : and
at this time, when the government is about
tu appeal to the country, I say it would be
wise for them to dip deeper into the sub-
ject than th.y have apparently done, and
see whether their policy has created the
home market and the centres of population
which it promised, and which were to be of
such great value to the agricultural districts
and to the industry of the country generally.
They should carefully consider whether they
could not adopt a commercial policy which
would quadruple—yes multiply tenfold the
population of our commercial centres, in-
duce a greater increase to the productive
power of our farms, the development of
our mines and resources generally. I main-:
tain that there is such a policy, and it
is beyond dispute that the policy which 1
advocate is not now to be viewed purely as
a theory, as it was at the time it was adopted
by the people of Great Britain fifty years
ago. That policy has since been demonstrated
to be a most powerful factor in promoting
economic progress. It has placed the people

~cate

the country are placed in a position to de-
velop them? Take, for instance, our export-
ation of stoves. I find that it amounts to
but 23,000 annually. How does that indi-
the benefits of the national policy ?
It is conferring no benetit upon us in that
connection, clearly, for it imposes a duty to
raise the cost of stoves as far as we are con-
cerned, without any corresponding compen-
sation in the way of increasing our foreign

trade. So we might run through the whole
gamut. T understand that some parties are

starting a smelting furnace in Hamilton.
Under what conditions are they starting?
Iron is protected to the extent of $4 a
ton, and there is, in addition to that, a
bounty of %2 from the Dominion Govern-
ment and 31 from the Ontario Government,
so that this smelting furnace is commencing
operations with a total bounty of %7 per ton
at its back. Why should the country be in
such a position that it is necessary to offer

isuch encouragement to an industry of this

kind? It should be remembered that this
iron will be cheapened to the manufac-
turer who uses it %7.00 per ton. The
Massey Manufacturing Company, which is
manufacturing machines in competition'with
McCormack, of Chicago, for foreign trade,
Massey pays forty per cent more for his iron
than McCormack. McCormack gets his iron
for $9 a ton, and I think it is either 40 or 50

of Great Britain at the head of the com- percentthat welevyon bariron entering this
merce of the world and enables them to out-! country ; and the government have found
bid all competitors, so that the necessity in it necessary, in order to enable the Massey
Great Britain for a navy to protect the com- ' Manufacturing Co. t> export their products,
merce has greatly intensified. In conse- to give them a rebate in connection with

quence of the foresight and intelligence these duties. This is to enable the
and ability of her people as displayed company. by the aid of our money,

in throwing off the monopoly that had.to export to Russia and the Argentine Re-
wound itself about their ¢ mmerce for!public—nations which are competitors with
s0 many years prior to the adoption of free; Canada in the sale of agricultural produce—
trade, Great Britain now occupies the proud- | a cheaper machine than they can send to
est position among the nations of the world. - the farmers of the Canadian North-west. Is
I claim that it is high time that we should it any wonder that we are not able to produce?
make an effort to get rid of the monopolies Isit any wonderthatouragricultural products
in this country, and the people I believe are [ have fallen off 8,000,000 in the year under
determined to throw them off. Those mon- ' conditions of that kind, when the only way
apolies are holding our industrial workers E we can get rid of our surplus products is to
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fend them to the markets of the world, and
lueet the competition of all those nations.

ere we are taxing ourselves to enable the
Massey Manufacturing Company to make
Wachines cheaper for foreigners than they
are allowed to sell them to us for. Idonot
think that our agricultural machine manu-
facturers will offer any strenuous opposition
to a bona fide free trade policy. Aslong as
Ve continue to pursue an opposite policy we
May rest assured that we will go down hill.

.8m quite certain that a great change has
Come over the minds of the people of Canada
M regard to this very question, andas I stated
Yesterday, there was abundant evidence of
tin the recent elections,

. Hon. 8Sir FRANK SMITH—It had noth-
g at all to do with it.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—-As T explained
Yesterday—perhaps the hon. gentleman was
ot in the House—the North Ontario elec-
tion was carried against the government by
2 plurality of votes—Dy a majority of some
300 or §00. The government candidate
Was returned, because those who were advo-
Cating a reform in the tariff, had two candi-

ates in the field.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH —Were there
three candidates in Cardwell 7

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—TI do not think so.

Hon. Nir FRANK SMITH - Yes : there

Were,

Hon. My, BOULTON—No: I think the
ird man retired.

}_Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-—XNo: he lost
E‘S deposit. You make one point to suit
Yourself, and don't refer to the other at all.

. Hon. Mr. BOULTON —The point 1 wish
" Wake is that five towns out of thirty-six
Polling places gave a majority of 615. The
Majority for the government candidate was
47 over the next highest, but 615 of that
Wajority was furnished by five towns in
Mrty-six polling places. That shows that

Irty-one polling places out of thirty-six
€re severely feeling the oppression. And

rty-one polling places were dead against
\'oi candidate, not only in the plurality of
Sa es,.but against the government you may
+¥ With two opposition candidates in the
®ld. That vote is the result of the fact

|

"that the agricultural exports are falling off,
and that farmers and country districts
are feeling the effect of it, that
tthey have not got the local market and
have not got the prices, and when they come
to purchase with the money they get from
theiv produce, they have to pay greatly in-
creased prices for everything they require.
“There is not a question, not a shadow of a
doubt about it. The argument is used that
everything is cheaper to-day than it was
formerly. I admit that; but no matter
whether it is cheaper to-day, it is increased
in price to us atany ratefrom the competitive
markets of the outside world, by the duty
we impose at the boundary. If the duty
was taken off and the trade of Canada
thrown freely open to the world, we would
very soon see then what the competitive
trade would "do for us in the reduction of
prices from what they are to-day, and what
we want to get down to is to be allowed to
purchase whatever we require to carry on
our industries, to carry on our affairs, to
manufacture our goods and to doeverything
else at the very lowest possible cost, and
then you will see the great port of Montreal,
the city of Toronto, the towns in Canada,
the agricultural districts and every part of
Canada flourishing more and more. 1 told
- you yesterday how impossible it was for us
in Manitoba to maintain ourselves and meet
our liabilities. I do not mean to say that we
cannot supply ourselves with food, because
it is food we produce. But when we come
to provide ourselves with other necessaries,
'such as machinery, blankets, clothing and
.everything else, we cannot meet our liabili-
.ties as honourable men should with the
i prices we are receiving there. To-day, oats
“are eleven cents a bushel and feed wheat is
selling as low as sixteen cents a bushel.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-—Where ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—--Our feed wheat
-all over the province. Unfortunately, any
‘wheat which is much touched with frost is
" not merchantable wheat for flour and he-
‘comes feed wheat, from thirty to thirty-five
' per cent of our wheat is of that character.
‘Tt is valuable for feed, but not for flour,

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-—-The govern-
mentis to blame for that, 1 suppose !

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—XNo, I am not
 blaming the government for that, but T am
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blaming the government for taxing the goods I
we have to buy with the money we get for:
wheat at that price.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH—Where will’
you get a revenue if you do not put on a
tax !

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —It is easy to tind
a revenue. I quoted the remarks of the |
Chancelior of the Exchequer of Great]
Britain, a man whom I am quite satisfied,
the hon. Senator will appreciate. He said:
“Qur revenue is £101,000,000 under free
trade. Our surplusis £5,000,000, and there
is no nation in the world that has raised such -

a revenue as that with so little burden of -
taxation upon the people.” Now then follow
them, imitate their policy as closely as you!
can. Ally yourself with that policy. 1f
that loyalty of which we boast, has any:
foundation in fact, I say it is a great deal
wiser for us to adopt that policy, and not a
policy which might possibly be enunciated:
when the change in the status of our present
government takes place. Sir CharlesTupper
has come over from England and taken a seat
in the Government with the ostensible idea
—a¢t least the popular rumour gives it—that
he will soon take the position of leatder of
the government. And what is his policy !
If it is to form a protective policy for the
Empire; that Canada and Australia and the !
other colonies shall be given a preference |
over foreign nations. That is the policy that
Sir Charles Tupper has come out here for.

Hon. Mr. POWER—There is nothing
about that in the address.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—-The election
literature is already brought out, and we sce

a telegraph despatch from England in the |
Ottawa Citizen —

A combination of the United States, Russia and
the Argentine Republic might have cut off 70 per
cent of Gireat Britain’s food. Fron: this the moral
is being adduced that the Empire must feed itself.

In this connection the Nt. James™ Gazettr urges
Mr. Chamberlain to call a conference, in which
each colony may make its offer and submit its'
claim for recognition in our markets,

That is what 1 call election literature. It:
is very easy to get a cable of that kind
from the old country. That has the appear-
ance as if a new policy was being inaugurat-
ed in Great Britain. Our people should|
realize that the Marquis of Salisbury, the

;opened my eyes to that fact.

.destroy her own
_And what 1s the condition?

-the Briti-h empire.

i visible in the United States to-day.

Hon. Joseph Chamberlain, the Right Hon.
Sir Wiliam Gladstone and every public

‘man in England have all spoken upon that
.subject and told us plainly that it is impos-

sible for the people of Great Britain ever to
tax their food, that it would be fatal to
their prosperity, and that it is irrevocably
now the policy of Great Dritain to maintain
free trade and to put no taxation upon food.
If that is not sufficient to convince the

! people of Canada that it was utterly futile
| for us to try and induce the people there to a
! protective policy. Our common sense should
‘tell us that, when England has to import

®750,000,000 worth of food every year, to

say nothing about the imports of cot-
“ton, wool, and raw material necessary
for the manufacturers, it would upset

‘their commercial position and destroy their

trade if they should impose such a tax
as hon. centlemen suggest. I have
I be-

lieved at one time myself that the policy

twould be a good one, but I have now taken
~what I say is the common sexse view, that
‘it is an utter impossibility for England to

undermine her commercial prosperity by
taxation upon food. And is England going
to make an enemy of the United States
whose trade is so valuable, for the sake of
benefitting us in Canada? Is England
going to make an enemy of all the nations
of the world. whose trade is so valuable to
her for the sake of the colonies? I say Eng-
land cannot afford to do that which would
commercial prosperity.
The condition
is that we are to have a protective union in
That is to say, all the
people of the British Empire should trade

;upon an equal basis, excluding the rest of
. the world. That is the condition that exists
{in the United States. They have 65,000,000

people in a very wealthy country, able to
manufacture and produce almost everything
they require: they have got free trade

‘amonyg themselves over an enormous terri-

tory ; and what is their condition after
many years of heavy protection? Last year
they were obliged to open their market for
the raw material ; and if we could induce
England to adopt such a policy, in 25 or 30

“or 40 years time the same disastrous effects

would be visible in the British empire as are
It is
an unwise policy to try and introduce that
policy in Canada. It is unwise for us to



[JANUARY 16, 1896] 59

try and preach protection in England. If|tion that I have taken and to oppose to the
ngland is ever forced to protect herself in|utmost the continuance of the protective
®onsequence of the hostility of other nations, | policy in Canada. It is with great regret
1t will be a protection for the benefit of her ! that I am obliged to take that position. We
oWn people only; it will be a protection ! areon the eve of a general e'ection, anda man
against us. If she puts a duty on wheat, | inust take his stand somewhere. I have for
that duty will be imposed against Canada as J fouror five years been advocating thischange,
well as against the United States, and there- | and occupied an independent position in the
fore it is not wise for us to try tohope that the government would see its way
change the pe. ple of England from the im- ‘to modify its policy ; but the evidences are
Pregnable position they occupy to-day. We 1 all the other way, that the country 1s to he
ave these warnings held out in these state- | carried vi et armis on the policy of protection.
Ments, and we should take advice from them. | The evidences show that the people have
ud we have without any restraint of any ,changed their minds on the policy. What
escription the power within ourselves, if| will follow it is impossible to say, but at any
We have the ability and strength to carry it |rate a change has come over them in conse-
out, to adopt the policy of free tride, and ' quence of the very facts and the very results
8 are in the great prosperity in the efforts  that have appeared in these returns in the
Great Britain is making for the extension of ' blue-books, and the effect of which the people
Cmmerce through that economic policy, : themselves feel. The next question that the
and then we would occupy a proud position, ' hon. leader of the opposition has stated
and see our consuming markets increased; as the pitce de résistunce, is the Manitoba
then we would see the valuable free trade ' school question.  Apparently, that is to
Markets that can never be overflowed ! come before the House, and it is not neces-
In ¥ngland, maintained in Canada also. [sary for me to dwell at any great length on
Whatever produce the world has to sell as | that subject. I have expressed my views
18 surplus is absorbed in England. And|upon the question, and have warned the
Wwhy? Because they have to pay nothing to government that the people of the piovince
8et it in there. because the cheaper every-'of Manitoba were opposed to anything like
thing jy brought down, the larger the con- a coercive policy, and the elections that were
Sumption, the larger the number of people held in the provinee of Manitoba yesterday,
that are able to enjoy it, and it is that power are a sufficient warning to the government
at gives the British market that immense 'not to go too far, The hon. gentleman may
Value. We send home our cattle. They!not agree with me, but, at any rate, it is
C0st here perhaps thirty or forty or fifty 'wise to be guided by circumstances. You
ollars each. When they arrive in Eng- cannotimpose uponany free-governed people,
and they are sold at 8100 a piece. That views that are .opposed to theirs. We are
38 the coundition the farmer in England ' enjoying. thank God, in Canada the prin-
Occupies, and if we were to adopt the, ciples of self-government, and it is our duty
%ame fres trade policy we would increase | to strive to maintain them, not to undermine
€ value of our own consuming market. jthem, not to take a retrograde step in regard
ave done my utmost in the last four or ‘to those valuable principles : and it has been
Ve years to express these views, I have accorded to the province of Manitoba that
Tought arguments to bear, and I have;they shall have the exclusive right to carry
soflght to impress the governmant of the day on the education of the people within the
¥ith these views. They are loyal and pat- - province.
tlotic views and justified by the experience |
0 Great Britain. They are sensible views. |
the Conservative party will rush on to its

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN--No.

TUn—what I call its ruin—before the people
?f Canada with the protective policy in full
orce I at any rate feel that I have done my |
8t to stave off that result. I have announc- '
Over and over again that I havechanged
Iy views in regard to protection, and I must
una.ltera,bly opposed to its continuance,
am doing my utmost to sustain the posi- |

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —Yes; that is the
exclusive right, subject to an appeal to the
Parliament of Canada if a minority is in
any way aggrieved. Well, the extent of that
grievance should be asce‘rt.ained before any
step is taken by the Parliament of Canada,
especially so grave a step as to assume to
invade the domain of provincial legislation.
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I say that the grievance that that minority
is suffering from is not such as to justify
this Parliament in taking away the liberties
of the province of Manitoba. [ say it
should be a matter of inquiry on the part
of the government. I held that last year,
and I say so now-—that the extent and
cause of the grievance should be ascertained ;
and the vemedy should be applied, not by
depriving the province of Manitoba of its
constitutional liberty, but by some other
means. The grievance is perhaps magnitied
in the minds of many.

Catholic minority there of the right to con-
duct their schools as they see fit. Tt does
not interfere with them in any shape or form
whetever.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-—Has it not de-
prived them of rights or privileges which
they had enjoyed !

Hon. My. BOULTON —No:
ever.

Hon. M.
Council of England says it has.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON--T can only tell
yvou that it has not deprived them of any
right. The Act says vou shall not get the
public funds, unless you submit to the terms

none what-

specitied in the Act-—unless you allow in-:
xpection to take place : unless you aliow the
examination of your teachers, and unless:
you comply with certain regulations, deemed |
by the provincial authorities to be necessary -

for the education of the people.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-—Has it not con-
fiscated their property !

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—XNo; not a dollar.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-—Has not the
School Aet of 1890 confiscated the school
property that belonged to the Roman
Catholic minority of Manitoba? Does it
not direct that the school taxes which were
collected from the minorvity of Manitoba
shall now go to the support of public
schools ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON.—~No.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—Are they not
deprived of rights they had prior to the pas-
sage of the Act?

The School Act of .
Manitoba does not deprive the Roman

McMILLAN —The Privy:

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—No, you are
wrong—it has not confiscated any property.
The district remains identically the same,

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—Who owns the
property !

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—The school dis-
trict is the same as it is here in the province
of Ontario, and I presume in the province
of Quebec. The school is there: if it
comes under the School Act there are
| trustees appointed.

., Hon. Mr. McMILLAN--The property
rowned by the Roman Catholics in the pro-
| vince of Ontario as school property belongs to
. themselves exclusively, and the property that
belongs to the public schools belongs to them
exclusively—they are quite separate.

Hou. Mr. BOULTON—I can only say,
. that. under our law, they can form a school
“district where that school is located, they
tcan hire a teacher and they can enjoy the
funds. The municipality is obliged to find
them $240 a year and the government $130
i a year, and there is the school for them. If
:you say that those three trustees formed
under that Act in the school district occupy
that school house and pay no rent for it,
then, in that case, it is confiscated, but I do
not understand that thatis the position at all.
These funds are forthcoming, to every dis-
trict, whether it is Roman Catholic or not,
and the powers of the trustees that govern
the schools are virtually unlimited. It is
not a sectarian school in any shape or form.
You can read prayers or you need not read
prayers. You can read the Bible or not ; it
is left to the trustees themselves to say what
i they shall do, and in that sense the schools
lare non-sectarian. The position of the
'minority in Manitoba has frequently been
"compared to the position of the Protestant
minority in Quebec, but there is no parallel
‘between them. The public schools in Quebec
are Roman Catholic schools, in which their
"religion is part of their education ; the public
;schools in Manitoba are non-sectarian
i schools, and the grievance is in that.

Hon. Mr. MASSON—Doesnot thehon. gen-
i tleman think that, in view of the announce-
‘ment made by the government that they are
o bring the school question up to be dis-
“cussed, it is rather useless at the present
, moment to bring on a debate prematurely ?
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,DOES the hon. gentleman think it is in the
Interest of the country that we should go
Into this discussion now ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—The debate on the
dress is one of the annual debates. It is’
the privilege of a member to enlarge the dis-.
Cussion as he sees fit, and there is no law:
against it. It is merely a matter of policy ;
a8 the hon. gentleman said. T have no desire
to impoze my views at the present moment, if!
1t is against the wish of the hon. gentlemen |
Wwho take a different view, but I say there isi
Nothing like warning the government in:
time. T say that it is unwise to impose upon
a province that has so unmistakably shown:
Uts dislike to be coerced—it is not only in-
®xpedient in the public interest but it is un-
Wise in the interest of the people whom you
are trying to befriend to attempt to put
legislation on the statute book that bears
t}}at character, and if T can express my
Views that will cause the government to:
(esitate before taking that step, I think now’
18'the time to speak.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH—Would it
Dot be better to wait until the hill is;
fore us ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—No, when every- |
thing is cut and dried I might speak for ten |
2ours without, in the slightest degree, affect- I
Ing the result.

Hon, Mr. MASSON—Does the hon. ‘
Heman suppose that the government will,|
at this stage, withdraw the bill that they
Jave promised ? There is no use in warn-
g the government ; they are determined
% bring down the bill, and all that the hon. -
8entleman has to say or can say cannot affect |

eir position. It is not a very agreeable
Subject to discuss.

gen-.

Hou, Mr. DEVER —-The hon. gentleman
1S a representative of Manitoba, and he hasa.

! people.

" believe in materialism.
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Hon. Mr. BOULTON—1 do not think
that the hon. gentleman from Mille Isles

at all takes the ground that I have not a
right to be heard ; he only desires that 1

_should not introduce the subject for discus-

sion now, and I respect his motives and
his broad and liberal mind, but T feel
the importance of this question. I do
not want to see the Dominion of Can
ada precipitated into a constitutional dith-
culsy from which it may be very difficult
to extricate itself. I can see that the
government is disposed to rush on to the
difticulty irrespective of the wishes of the
As the hon. gentleman says, we
cannot move the government--they are
bound to do it, but I can warn the govern-
ment that if they attempt to coerce Mani-
toba they will work great injury to the
cuntry. JIf they are determined to bring
in a bill, as the hon. gentleman says they
are, it is very likely to be defeated in
parliament. 1f it is efeated the House
will be dissolved and the government will
go to the country on it. If the leader of

: the government is determined to precipitate

u constitutional conflict on religious questions
in the country when it can be avoided, he

‘has assumed a grave responsibility and
"taken a position that is not justifiable

in virtue of his long career as an exponent
of exactly the opposite doctrine. I am not
one of those who approach the subject with

‘any spirit of prejudice or with any desire to
_hurt the feelings or impair the friendly

sentiments which should exist among the
Canadian population. T have as great an
affection for my TFrench Canadian fellow-
countrymen and as great respect for their
religion as they have themselves. I da not
My faith is a Chris-
tian faith, and a knowledge of the Bible is
essential to a Christian education. We may
differ as to the interpretation of its tenets,
and the methods of teaching it, but we are
united on the principles it inculcates—but
circumstances arise in conducting legislation

ight to speak on behalf of his province as | which may arouse passions and cause serious
Well as any other member of the House. It trouble in the country. If a religious con-
'S proper that he should express his views. ‘i test is to be the result of the coming elec-
oes not alter the policy of the govern- tion, the hon. gentlemen will do great
Ment ; jf they are strong enough to carry injury to the Dominion and will isolate the
e measure they have promised to introduce, | sympathies of that western country, if they
Y will not alter the circumstances at all ;!in their present weakness are to be held
Ut it is quite right that we should hear: down bya dominant majority in parliament.
t’. € sentiments that are held by a large por-| I warn the government, while it is yet time,
tion of the people of Manitoba. ; that it is not wise to perpetuate the attitude
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that they assume on this occasion—that it is quence of what I might call the disturbed
quite unnecessary to invade the domain of state of the world. Thank God, what was
provmcml legislation, in order to redress'threatening a short time ago has apparently
any grievance of the minority of Manitoba. died out; at the same time the ebullition of
—that they can be fully satistied by means: feeling shows that there is an under current
that will not injuriously affect the constitu-jof resblessness throughout the world, and we
tion of Canada or infringe upon the liberties | cannot close our eyes to the fact that we
of the people. T wish to express these views ' may some day be called upon to defend our
while there is yet time, while the govern- shores. That our powerful neighbours to the
ment may yet be moved. The only other south of us will ever invade our territory or
subject which I wish to touch upon is the  seek to destroy our homes I do not believe ;
clause which appears in the address referring | we are too much bound up in mutual inter-
to the intention to provide for the botter ‘ests and associations, but we have on pre-
arming of our milittia and the strencthenmg vious occasions of late years had to take up
of Canadian defences. Weare j jus:ly proad arms in order to defend our homes from
of our Mounted Police und their effectiveness ' marauders, and it may be necessary at some
in assisting in the peaceful settlement of our | future time to do so again. Unfortunately
large territories. Our small standing force ' th reis a jealousy amonn\t the nations of the
is steadily improving in efficiency. A move- | power and prestige of Great Britain, but I
ment is on foot to induce the British govern- | thi k that their just sense will see that
ment to establish the depot of the Royal  that jealousy is unfounded. Britain has ex-
Canadian regiment raised in Canada some 38 | tended her empire marvellously and extended

years ago that Canadians may have the op-. "her commerce and the benefits of Chris-
porwmt.y of joining the Imperial service. 1]tian civilization and constitutional govern-
hope it may be successful. As an old soldier, | ment to all parts of the world, and it is to
who left Canadain 1858 with that regimentI | be hoped she will not without protest per-
can express my feelingson this clauseof thead- : mit that unsullied record to be broken in the
dress more freely because Ithoroughly realize ' Transvaal, which has lately been the scene
the importanceofarming ournilitia properly. ; of strife, caused by a sense of injustice on the
At present they are armed with an obsolete part of a large industrious community with-
weapon, and there is no use in keeping up a , in its borders through the withholding of the
force on paper merely. The efforts we have | claims of citizenship which all enlightened
put forth from year to year to induce the'  people enjoy.  Where the people of Great
peopleof Canadatobemoreliberal in their sup- | Britain plant their foot they do not pur-
poru of the militia haveup tothepresent been ' sue a selfish policy. Their guiaing motto
unsuccessful. Unfortunately, the condition \ has been and is to-day to do unto others as
of the world at the present moment affords i they would that others should do unto them.
ample justification to the government toi Wherever the British flag is unfurled other
make an improvement now. I only hope nations receiie the same benefits and treat-
that they will do their utmost to put the ment that Brit'sh subjects enjoy, a policy
force on a better footing, in recogni-|which is in direct contradistinction to that
tion of the single-minded efforts which “the | pursued by other nations. Wherever Britain
members of the force are themselves makiny | has gone, she has opened her ports to other

to improve the efficiency of the service
and make it an honour to the country.
There is no spirit which can be more advan-
tageously fostered than the military spirit so
universal in our population. Our peopl- are
active and energetic, and find an outlet for
their enthu-asm and energy in their
military training, and they ought to be
assisted in every reasonable way both by
providing them with better arms and teach-
ingthem how to use these arms,and by giving
them better opportunities to practice. It is
unfortunate that we are called upon to render
assistance to the force in this way in conse-

nations upon the same free and liberal
terms as to her own people, and not
only that, but has accorded protection to
| the inhabitants of the most outlying por-
-tions of the world. It is not wise to show
jealousy of a nation so long as she continues
to act in that manner, and it is wise for us
to stand at her back and assist her in main-
taining that position among the nations. It
should be our aim to endeavour to share her
prosperity by adopting the same broad and
liberal policy that has enabled her to extend
her commerce and is giving her the wealth
to exert the power she has displayed in
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Promoting her own interests and thel

lnterests of the world in every corner of
f'he globe. In foreign countries where the
Wfluence of Great Britain is exerted, bene-
ts have freely flowed. She has given to
8YPt an equitable mode of taxation, and a
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'tions, to a free trade tariff, than that of
"Great Britain, and I think that there is no_
"better proof of this

than the figures
furnished by the hon. gentleman himself—

‘that the revenue collected by the British
' government last year was £101,000,000 or

mercify] way of collecting the revenues. | between twelve and a half and thirteen

he has concluded a convention for the sup-

of slaves there.

art’s large staff collects the revenues for

¢ Chinese Imyperial Exche juer, and is|

‘dollars per capita, whereas under the tariff
Pression of the slave trade, and the freeing

of Canada, with all its faults, the revenue

In China, Sir Robert | collected from our population was only six

dollars per head. Hon. gentlemen will see
at once that our tariff is less burdensome

3lOle but surely laying the foundation for | than theirs. Tt must be admitted that the

a be

tter political system in that densely|people of Canada are a more prosperous and

Populated country. Through north-western |a happier people, better fed and better clad,

ndia she is penetrating to southern China, |

and carrying with her to that dense popula-
tion, the enlightenment of western civiliza-
tion. The history of progress in India bears
s own evidence of the wisdom of her rule.

frica is gradually unfolding to the world the
Possibility of covering the fuce of that dark
®ontinent with that same peaceful progress
and industry, and in unlocking its mysteries
She is foremost, leading the van with her
political liberty, freedom of trade and pro-
tection of the rights of all.  Unhappily the

oers have provoked a conflict with a large
Proportion of their population by withhold-
g from them t i principles of liberty and
“tizenship, which may for a time stay her

and, but if she proudly sails her flying
Squadron upon the bosom of the world’s
OCeans it is with a just sense of her rectitude
O purpose and her honesty in carrying it
%ut for it is only when the jealousy of other
Rations holds her in check, that the benefits
U her Christain civilization are withheld.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—We must all feel
Pleased with the speech of the hon. gentle-
Wan. Tt was eluquent and graceful, and the
8round which he has covered was so extensive
“lat we mustadmire his industry and research
\0 bringing together the many facts which

€ has placed before the Senate. But
whilst T say this much for the hon. gentle-
Man, T cannot agree with all that he has
Wid.  He has declared himself positively a
free trader, and he likens the object of his
OVe to the free trade tariff of Great Britian.
100 the other hand, by training or otherwise,
aVe always felt that the true path for the
comfnerce of this country was a revenue tariff.
ta Ing these two positions, I wish to show
at the tariff of Canada, in my opinion, is
ore nearly allied, with one or two excep-

with more money in their pockets per cap-
ita, than the people of Great Britain ; and
in making this assertion, I do not say it in
a spirit of hostility to Great Britain.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Where is your

evidence !

Hon. Mr. DEVER—I will furnish the
evidence. We have no paupers in Canada,
wh ch is something that cannot be said of
Great Britain. One of the best authorities
—a man who cannot be accused of disloyalty
or any unkind feeling towards Great Britain
—the editor of the “ Review of Reviews,”
estimates that in Great Britain, with its
population of thirty-six millions, there are
about seven hundred thousand men out of
work. We have no men out of work in
Canada to speak of. He also comes to the
conclusion that there are eight hun-red
thousand paupers —that is one of the effects
of the British tariff with its thirteen dollars
per head imposed on all, rich and poor alike.
Out of every 1,000 inhabitants 900 die
without leaving any property whatever. Can
that be said of Canada? I think not. There
is hard\y a man in Canada to-day th .t has
not some property at least. Again, we are
told that about 8,000,000 of the population
of Great Britain maintain existence cn the
borders of destitution, and 20,000,000 are
poor. I must say that there is apparently
something wrong about the tariff of Great
Britain, and the cunclusion I have arrived at
is that it is a tarifl made for the classes and
not for the masses, because no such poverty
as this could exist in a country which boasts
of the wealth which we all know is to be
found in Great Britain, if the tariff bore
equally upon every inhabitant. To prove
that it does not do so, I will read an ex-
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tract from the tariff returns, which I think
will show clearly that the system is not a
just one or one that we should imitate—in
fact, I rather lean to the view expressed by
Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper, that it is not -
a good system. I find on reference to the
tariff returns that $233,000,000 are raised
annually upon the drink and tobacco, largely
used by the unfortunate and poor. That
cannot bhe said to be a tariff made in the
interests of the working classes as my hon.
friend has claimed. He stated that labour
pays nothing in Great Britain. 1 ask, then,
what causes this condition of affairs?
What makes so many paupers and keeps so
many in poverty up to the day of their
death? What makes so much wretchedness !

Hon. Mr. POWER—The duty on beer
apparently.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-—TIn my opinion we had .
better regard the policy of the government of
Canada in a less acrimonious spirit and less
from a party standpoint. I admit that there
are excrescences upon our tariff which might
be removed with benetit to the country.
One of them, I think, is that which favours
the Massey Manufacturing Company so
largely, for I do not think it is right that,
they should be enabled, by awy provision of
the tariff, to sell their goods in foreign
countries cheaper than they are sold at
home. I pointed out last year that there
was another occupation in Canada which
had, during four years, according to the
public accounts, made profits out of the tariff-
to the extent of $7,000,000. That is
another excrescence which, in my opinion,

requires  adjustment : but with  the
removal of these I honestly believe
that we would have one of the best

tariffs, from the standpoint of the working
classes, that could be devised. If there is
anything wrong about it, the objectionable
feature can easily be modified : but T hold
that it is not necessary that we should,
tollow the tariff of Great Britain to make
this a manufacturing country. So sure as
we adopt that policy we shall import into:
this country an inferior population. We
all know how liable manufactures are to:
fluctuation, and in times of depression we

'

would be confronted with a starving popula-

tion in our cities. I think the object’
to be attained is to progress evenly
and to enable our people, though,

they

may not be able to make

“millions, to make such a living that no man
‘need feel ashamed of his country. I am not

greatly concerned as to whether this govern-
ment or that controls the destinies of the
country. If the majority of the people declare
for a revenue tariff T would be satistied to
see one framedon a basis of 20, 25 or even
30 per cent, but I hold that it is not right that
certain classes of goods should be admitted
free while other classes bear the whole bur-
den of the taxation. That 1 think may
fairly be called class legislation, and that is
the fault which is to be found with the
tariff of Great Britain, which is framed large-
ly for the maintenance of the army and
navy. These are necessary, I admit, and the
country must raise a revenue for their sup-
port, otherwise its existence would be termi-
nated in a very short time, but I think
there is no necessity for introducing such a
tariff into this country. The one we have
is based on fairness. We only require to
make it a little more uniform and to avoid
the harrassing of any particular class.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM.—I ask the
indulgence of the House while I make a few
remarks in reply to my hon. friend from
Shell River. He has brought a strong
indictment against the national policy, I
was one of the advocates of the retention
of the Canadian market for the Canadian
people long before that policy was adopted,
and I remember the time when we had free
trade on the one hand without any corres-
ponding benefit on the other. That was
what might be called a jug-handled policy.
The Americans were allowed to come in and
undersell our people at their own doors,
while on the other hand a stone wall was
raised against the admission of our agricul-
tural products into the United States. The

~object in adopting the national policy was
“to assist the industries of Canada so as to

keep the Canadian market for Canadians.
[ believe every man within hearing of my
voice who is not a political partisan, will
agree with me that that is the fact. Has
not the effect been to retain the market for

‘the Canadians?  Certainly. My hon. friend

from Shell River tells us about the very low
price of wheat in Canada to-day. Does he
not know that a depression exists all over the
world in the price of agricultural products,
and is he not aware that the cause is simply
over-production !
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_Hon. Mr. BOULTON —And over-taxa-
tion,

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM —How are we
80ing to remedy that over-taxation by allow-
Ing the Americans to come into this country
and flood it with their products, underselling
our merchants altogether ¢ He has another
8rievance—when he goes to Toronto
With his beef he finds tnat it will only bring
2} cents a pound while that which we export
to England brings 3} cents. If he would
Consider for a moment he would observe that
1t is only the best beef that is sent out of the
Country. The heavy animals are selected
Or export, because the freight charges are
reckoned on a per capita basis.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH —So much per
head,

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—The national
Policy was adopted to assist the industries
of Canada, to give work to our own people
and to keep the Canadian market for the

anadian producers. Is there any man who
Will say that it has not had that effect ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—If the hon. gen

eman will allow me to interrupt himn for
& moment, T merely wish to show the cause
O the difference between the price of 3}
®ents obtained in England and the price of
% cents realized in this country. England
bemg a free trade market is able to pay 3%
cents, while the protective market can only
altord to pay 21 cents.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—But what about
e freights on shipments to the old country ¢
at is what explains the enhanced price.
N e would think, to hear the hon. gentleman
alk, that Great Britain was a land flowing
::"“'h milk and honey so far as the agricultural

asses are concerned. The fact is, however,

% there is a very great agricultural de-
Pression in England as well as in the rest of
. € world. The depression has been general,
tnd I defy any one to show me a country

at has come out of it better than Canada
w‘:,s' It is perhaps pertinent to inquire how
notWOuld have weathered the storm had it
ne, been for the national policy. Not
r.""'ly so well in my opinion. My hon.

'end, whenever he makes a speech in this

Ouse, refers to the rebates of duty granted to

@ 1\gassey Manufacturing Company. I must

say that I approve of the policy of the gov-
ernment in that respect, because thereby
employment is given to our working people,
which is a great benefit to the country. As
I said before, there are many questions
referred to in the speech from the throne,
and I must say that I do not approve of the
stand taken in regard to all of them, but I
do approve of the fiscal policy of the govern-
ment. My hon. friend referred to the bye-
elections. Wherever they have taken place,
at least in Ontario or to the west of that
province, the national policy has been
upheld. My hon. friend tells us that he has
not a shadow of doubt that he is correct.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —In my own mind.
Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—“ His mind to

himn a kingdom is,” and of course he has a
right to think as he likes, as long as he does
not think too loud. My hon. friend is a good
natured gentleman, and 1 sometimes feel
sorry when I interrupt him as I so often do,
but he is in the wrong so far as what is-
called the national policy is concerned.
Reference has been made to a revenue tariff.
What have we now but a revenue tariff?
Would the hon. gentleman care to go back
to a tariff of 17} per cent levied indis-
criminately on everything? I think not.
Let the government stand by the national
policy, and let them understand that the
moment they depart from it they will hear
from the people, nine-tenths of whom in my
opinion are in favour of that policy. Even if
the opponents of the government were to
come into power would they give us free
trade? I think not, and I hope not. I
think not, because I do not see how they are
going to raise a revenue. I do not think
that it would be by direct taxation. It is
true that I have not read as much as some
people have, but I have read a iittle, and I
venture tosay that any party that advocates
direct taxation will not receive very cordial
support. The condition of our people is
good. I maintain that there is not to-day a
people on God’s footstool better fed and
better clad than are the Canadian people.
We hear to-day from the party in opposition
about the lamentable condition of affairs in
the United States, but a few years ago they
held it up as a land flowing with milk and
honey. They were exceedingly anxious then
for unrestricted reciprocity, commercial
union, and everything of that kind ; but all
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that is past now. I can only say to the } ment while lonking on, but I think it might
government that if they wish to carry the have been just as well if those internal dif-
country they must stick to the protective: ficulties of the government had been settled

policy. There may be some amendments
necessary, but that is an easy matter to
arrange. I must say that the last time the
tariff was amended it was not improved very |
muck. The government made an attempt
to lower the duties, and in my opinion they
made a very great mistake.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I had hoped that
the debate would have terminated before
this time ; but I cannot say that I regret
very much that it has been prolonged be-|
cause the hon. gentleman from Shell River,
has furnished us with a great deal of valu-
able information, some of which is a little
premature but is nevertheless acceptable.
The truth cannot be impressed upon the|
minds of hon. members too often. Now, I|
do not propose to discuss the question of the
national policy. The hon. gentleman from !
Shell River and some of the gentlemen who |
followed him have discussed that subject
fully ; and I think the hon. gentleman from
Monck spoke a whole volume in one word
when he made use of the expression, “A
policy which is called the national policy.”
It reminded me of the ‘ street which is
called straight ” and whichis a very crooked
street indeed. Having discussed the
national policy for upwards of three hours,
including the last hour of yesterday’s
sitting, I think we might now have a look
at the address in reply to the speech frum
the throne. The second paragraph says:

We also thank your Excellency for informing us
that, in accordance with the announcement made
during the last session, Parliament has been sum-:
moned somewhat in advance of the usunal period.

I do not know whether His Excellency’s
advisers, when they caused parliament to be
summoned for the second of January, knew
that the curtain was to be rung down for
several days before the play should actually
begin. If they did not, it was of course per-
fectly justifiable and right to summon par-
liament to meet on the 2nd inst., but if they
did foresee the events which have been going
on during the last ten days, not in parlia-
ment but outside of it, I think it would have
been better not to have called the legisla-
tors together until the differences among
the memuvers of the government had been

‘who

before the meeting of parliament. The ad-
dress goes on to say :

We rejoice that Your Excellency is able to con-
gratulate us upon the evidence of increased acti-
vity in the various branches of commerce and in-

. dustry.

I am glad to see from a subsequent para-
graph of the address that His Excellency
observed in British Columbiaa very consider-
able improvement, particularly in regard to
mining ; but I do not think that any one
comes from the maritime provinces
would venture to say that there are many
evidences of increased activity in the
various branches of commerce and industry
visible in that part of the Dominion. My
own impression is that among commercial
men it is conceded that the past year has
not been a prosperous one. I do not
say that it has been less prosperous in
Canada than in the republic to the
south of us; but it cannot be denied,
I think, that the year has not been
prosperous on the whole. There is one para-
graph in the address in which T think
every one can cordially unite, and it is one
to which I do not think attention has been
called by any previous speaker. It is as
follows :

It affords ns much pleasure to hear that a special
feature of the same tour consisted in the oppor-
tunities obtained for visiting a number of the In-
dian Reservations and also the Indian Industrial
Schools.  We are glad to learn that on the former
Your Excellency was received with hearty demon-
stration of loyalty and good-will, while in connec-
tion with the latter, the proofs of proficiency and
intelligence on the part of the children were highly
encouraging.

If there is one part of her administration of
which Canada has reasonable ground to be
proud, it is the Indian Department, and
while not wishing to reflect upon our
neighbours to the south of us, 1 may say that
the manner in which the Indians of this
country have been dealt with, and the suc-
cess which has attended the efforts of our
government in that connection, form a very
striking and satisfactory contrast to the
results of the methods adopted in the ad-
joining republic. I think I shall have to
ask permission to touch upon a paragraph

arranged. Of course we have been afforded | which I inadvertenty passed by, namely
a good deal of information and some amuse- | the one which relates to the harvest of the
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Past year. We all unite in a feeling of !
thankfulness that the harvest has been good;|
Ut there is just one observation which oc- |
currs to me to make in that connection. If|
understood him aright, the hon. gentle-:
Man who moved the address, claimed that
1t was the righteous administration of the ‘
government which had brought down upon :
the country the blessings of Providence. '

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
There is no doubt about that.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I do not propose to
argue that question at any length, but I
think that there are some utterances to be
ound in a very authorifative work to the
effect that God makes the sun to shine, and
the rain to fall upon the just and the unjust
alike. In the same book reference is made
to the fact that the wicked shall flourish as
8 green bay tree. These passages do not
Seem to altogether harmonize with the theory
of the hon. gentleman from Argenteuil.

Hon. Mr. OWENS.—The hon. gentle-
Man might go further and refer to the text
Which says that when the rulers are corrupt

e land mourneth.

Hon. Mr. POWER.—Yes, the land does
Mourn. There has been considerable evi-
ence of that recently, and the people are
&nxious to have a chance to show how badly
they feel. I am surprised, however, that the
On. gentleman from Argenteuil, who I un-
erstand resides in Montreal, and the hon.
gentleman from De Salaberry, who seconded |
the address, should, above all other members,
alk ahout the righteous administration of

© government ; because it is only a few
Months since certain transactions took
Place in Montreal in connection with what
13 commonly known as the Curren Bridge
Seandal, which did not go to indicate that
Mghteousness was a  characteristic of

€ government. Then, not very long before,
-€ time of parliament was taken up in deal-
Ing with some matters relationg to transac-
tlo?s affecting the Quebec Harbour works,

Vhich were not supposed to indicate exces-
Blve ri

! administration.

ghteousness on the part of the govern-
ment. I could have understood it if|
On. gentlemen who come from the North-
€8, or British (Jolumbia, or even Nova |
Cotia, wereto proclaim the probity of thegov- |

ernmf;lt, but how gentlemen who come from |
5

Montreal of all places in the Dominion can
talk about the righteousness of our rulers is
something that quite passes my understanding,

Hon. Mr. ALMON—AnRd the Baie des
Chaleurs matter.

Hon. Mr. POWER—My hon. colleague
is going back to ancient history.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-—Not very ancient.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Yes, it is quite
ancient, and the men who were
more or less guilty in the matter have
been punished, some of them have
left this world, and I think they might
be allowed to rest in peace. The hon. gen-
tleman laughs, but it is not very long since
a gentleman who had been associated with
thelate Mr. Mercier, and who was recognized
by every one who knew anything about the
Quebec government of that day as being
quite capable of going just as low as any
member of the Mercier administration, was
earnestly urged to enter the present admin-
istration of Canada. Under these circum-
stances, it does not become the hon. gentle-
man to go back to the old Baie des Chaleurs
railway story. Mr. Mercier, I am afraid,
was no better than a giod many Conserva-
tives of Quebec. He was originally a Con-
servative and never got over his Conserva-
tive ways.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
The hon. gentleman is quite right; and
when he found the rascality of those with
whom he was afterwards associated, he went
back to his first love.

Hon. Mr. POWER—TI think the state-
ment of the hon. first minister is almost as
near to the truth as the reasons which were
given yesterday for the difficulties in the
Every one who is familiar
with the political history of Quebec knows
that that was not the reason why the hon.
gentleman who was asked to join this gov-
ernment ceased to support the Mercier
government. It was a very different reason ;
but I do not propose to talk of it here.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—_
What was it ?

Hon. Mr. POWER —It was not because
the Mercier government were too bad for
him.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Your statement does not make it a fact.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I say those who are
familiar with the political history of the
province of Quebec say that, and there are
honourable gentlemen in my hearing who
know that what I state is true. My statement
is probably as good as the first minister’s ; it
is not any better. The next paragraph to
which I propose to refer is the one dealing
with the Manitoba schools. We all cordially
unite in saying that we share the regret
that the advisers of the Licutenant-Governor
have declined to entertain favourably the
suggestions made by the government here,
and thereby have rendered it necessary for
His Excellency’s government to introduce
legislation in regard to this subject. It is
very much to be regretted indeed that this
question, which could be so much more
readily and satisfactorily settled in the
legislature of Manitoba, has not been settled
there instead of being brought here. The
hon. member from Sheil River made an ob-
servation in connection with this Manitoba
school question which I do not think he
should have made without first very carefully
weighing the matter. He spoke of the
tyranny— that was not just the word he used,
but practically that was his meaning-—of the
Parliament of Canada in undertaking to
oppress the province of Manitoba. Now the
hon. gentleman seemed to forget that the
majority in Manitoba had oppressed the
minority.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—No.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Well, that is the
opinion, apparently, of the Judicial Com-
mittee of the Privy Council, and it is the
opinion of the minority in Manitoba ; and if
the provisions of the constitution are carried
out in a judicious way, that is not tyrgnny.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —There is a vast
difference between oppression and a griev-
ance.

Hon. Mr. POWER—It is one of those
distinctions without very much difference.
However, this is one of those questions as to
which it is better not to speak without the
book. When we see the measure which is
to be introduced, and when the papers

which are promised by His Excellency are

laid before us, we shall be in a better posi-
tion to judge of the exact merits of the two
sides of the story. Our old friend, the fast
Atlantic service, appears in another par-
agraph. In this paragraph I regret that it
seems to be further away than it was some
years ago. A few years ago we were making
contracts, and now there is only an expres-
sion of gratification that the Imperial auth-
orities have announced their willingness to
grant a substantial subvention. I have not
seen the document in which they have made
the announcement, but probably it is a sort of
conditional willingness. However, when it
comes we shall be glad to see it. Then
with respect to some little discussion which
took place in connection with this Manitoba
school question I shall call attention to a
fact—I have forgotten now which hon.
gentleman opposite condemned very strong-
ly the conduct of the Greenway adminis-
tration, or the Liberal party as he terms
them, in Manitoba—but I remember that in
1892, and again during the present session,
the Conservative opposition in Manitoba
went just as far in their hostility to mea-
sures of redress for the minority as the
government party did ; so I do not think
there is much to choose between them. It
is a case of Manitoba against the rest of the
country apparently. The next paragraph
to which I desire to call attention is a very
short one but somewhat important :

We observe with great interest that our atten-
tion will be asked to measures intended to provide
for the better arming of our militia, and the
strengthening of Canadian defences.

Now, hon. gentlemen, I should have prefer-
red that that paragraph had not appeared
in the address, not because I am opposed to
the policy indicated there, but because, while
it is the duty of the government to deal with
the matter to which this paragraph refers,
vet under all the circumstances it would
have been better to have attended to the
matter, and have said nothing about it in a
public document like this. You will
observe that in the mother country, al-
though they have done a good deal in mak-
ing ready for wer, the government has not
said much about it, and I think that would
be the wisest policy for us—to do everything
we could to get ready every possible defence
but not to publish to the world, and
to our neighbours principally, the fact that
we were doing that work. I cannot agree
altogether with the gentleman who preceded
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e on this side of the House with respect ] for a good many years and we are glad that
o what ought to be done. I can quite see it has come. Then there is an expression of
that (he proposal to build fortifications at satisfaction that the commissioners appoint-
Tegular distances along the frontier is per- | ed by Great Britain and ‘he United States
fectly absurd. I do not think that would : for the purpose of delimiting the boundary
Commend itself to any business man or to | between Alaska and Canada have concluded
any soldier, but we might goa little further their labours and have signed a joint report
than the hon. gentleman from Ottawa|for presentation to their respective govern-
Proposed to go. I am not a soldier;ments. It is more gratifying to know
In any sense, and I may be all ‘ that the commissioners have ayreed than
wrong about it, but I think that in that they differed, but the difficulty in deal-
addition to the fortifications at Esquimalt ing with the country to the south of us is
and Halifax and some other places on the ' that when the authorities who might be
Coast, there should be some steps taken to | supposed to represent tlie government of the
Protect the lake ports, and that there should | country have agreed with us, the legis-
be one harbour on each lake which could, in | lative branches of the government are not
time of difficulty, be used as a harbour of re- 'likely to agree, and while T am pleased to
uge for Canadian vessels on the lakes. It know that our commissioners have agreed
Seems to me that it would be a judicious thing | with the United States commissioners, I do
to do. Steps ought to be taken also looking | not expect to see any ratification of that
towards protecting the approaches to our | boundary matter for some considerable time,
great cities. We know how a comparatively ' at any rate not before the next presidential
Small Canadian force in th: war of 1812 election. T cordially endorse the paragraph
Wag able to defeat a large hostile army! which appears on the question of copyright.
marching upon Montreal, and it would be a' From all I can learn there is now a prospect
Judicious thing now to see in what places|of having this question settled on a basis
ortifications might be erected, or any rate which will be fairly satisfactoryto the Eng-
arrangements mare to mass troops in case ' lish authors and publishers and fairly satis-
of war. The hon. gentleman from Victoria | factory to our own publishers. The matter
(McInnes) seemed to think it would be well  has been for a long time in a very unsatis-
%o reduce the number of the militia and to ! factory condition, and it is gratifying to
train them more in marksmanship than at:know that that condition of things 1s going
Present. I do not think the wmilitia are too 'to end. The second to last paragraph
Dumerous, but I quite agree with him in says:
inking that if more money and more time ;
Were devoted to teaching our militiamen to
shoot straight, and if a little less money
Was spent up on other things in connection
With the militia, it would be a good deal|
etter. Nowadays, with the improved arms
We have, the old fashioned discipline is of
very little consequence. A thousand men

wis; are fpm}})lel"n)(l t,l;.ained marlgs;nen t;Vi" i The amount of our imports is less, and un-
ose of a hostile torce now betore they |, the duties are higher than they were, I
get within 300 yards of them. In old times| . s g eres

& . ) | o not see how we can have much increftsg.
30e old Brown Bess woqld not carry beyond | It is true that during the current year it is
0 yards. We ought to recognize that

cha . o . anticipated that the deficit will not be as
nge in the conditions of warfare, a‘ndﬁlarge as last year. For the year ending

We are pleased to learn that the revenues of the
country show a gradual and coutinuous increase,
and that the promised equilibrium between income
and expenditure on cousolidated fund account for
the present year bids fair to be realized.

Well, hon. gentlemen, it has not struck
I me that there is a gradual and continuous
increase in the revenues of the country.

€vote more time than we do to teaching.

dur young men how to shoot accurately.
hen the speech proceeds :

We are gratified to learn that the growth of
Population in the North-west Territories, as dis.
: 0sed Ly the last enumeration, calls for additional
TPresentation in parliament and that a bill for

18 purpose will be laid before us.

We are glad to hear of that increase of
Population. We have been looking for it

1 30th June last there was a deficit of four
land a half millions, and h-m. gentlemen will
iremember the hard things said about the
i Mackenzie administration because they had
Ideﬁcits, and they will be surprised to learn
that that deficit last year was larger than
lall Mr. Mackenzie's deficits taken together.
iI do not attribute any criminaliry to the

government. They are spending fourteen
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and fifteen millions more than Mr. Macken-
zie spent, and they said he spent too much.
Still circumstances alter cases. This ad-
dress hopes that the promised equilibrium
will be realized during the present year. I
do not think it will in any case, but the in-
troduction of the hon. gentleman who has
recently been High Commissioner in Eng-
land is calculated to prevent that happy re-
sult being attained, because one unfailing
characteristic of that hon. gentleman always
had was that he spent money very freely—
public money I mean. Perhaps I might be
allowed to say something in reference to
what was said by the hon. gentleman from
St. John, on the subject of pauperism in
England, which he attributed to the trade
policy. Inasmuch as pauperism and crime
have diminished very much under the trade
policy, I do not think there is much in it.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—The statement is of
a recent date.

Hon. Mr. POWER—But the statistics
show that pauperism and crime have very
largely diminished in England under free
trade.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—It has, because my

statistics are of recent date, and apply!
altogether to a period subsequent to the:

adoption of free trade.

Hon. Mr. POWER-——The address conti-
nues :

Your Excellency may rest assured that these
subjects and others which may come before us,
shall have our earnest consideration.

Well, that is satisfactory.

And your Excellency may safely rely on our wis-
dom and prudence

I hope he may.

—urnder the Divine guidance—-

Which I trust we may have.

—to discharge with dignity and effect the high
trust committed to our care.

When one reads that word “dignity,”
one cannot help feeling that it is certainly
appropriate that this address should not
have been adopted at the opening of the
session, because if we look at the things
which have happened since the opening of
the session we can not feel that the high
trust committed to our care has been dis-
charged with dignity and effect. Anything
more undignitied in connection with parlia-

1 mentary business than we have had during

ithe past fortnight would be difficult to

| conceive.

| Hon. Mr. PERLEY—TI suppose it would
be proper for me to apologize to the hon.
.member for Shell River for not being pre-
sent during his speech. I heard a few of
“his remarks, however, and I must take ex-
,ception to those remarks as expressing the
1 sentiments of a portion of the people in the
' North-west. I was a supporter of the
!national p.licy even before I went to the
'great North-west. T was a supporter of the
railway policy of the government when I
was in New Brunswick. I have always
.supported those policies of the government
(even in the North-west, because I believe
{even in that country it tended in those two
i particulars, to build up not only the
! North-west but Canada as a whole,
1 am proud to know to-day that as the re-
sult of that policy we have a magnificent
railway system which would not have been
established had it not been for the Con-
servative party. My hon. friend com-
plained about the price of the agricultural
implements in the North-west. 1 may tell
him that when I was in that countryin 1883

jand 1884, I was agent for the sale of those
implements, and I sold a binder for $300
at that time ; to-day I would not take that
binder with the three hundred dollars on the
seat of it and use it in preference to the
binder I pay £140 for now, and we are
able to se.l binder twine to the farmers at
seven cents a pound, better twine than
was formerly wused at a cost of
18 to 20 cents per pound. These are the
results of building up the National Policy.
The price of tiiose articles may have been a
little high on the start, but of late years
they are able to compete with the United
States manufacturers and sell cheaper. The
binder sold by the Massey Company is sold
for thirty or forty dollars less than the
United States binders and is a better binder.
I am using the Capadian binder, and I say
it is better than the United States article.
However, there are a few people who are
not patriotic, who say the United States
binder is a better binder. The Massey
binder, however, is sold cheaper in the
North-west Territories. The North-west has
had a magnificent harvest. Not only have
the people learned how to cultivate the soil
to produce wheat, but it would astonish
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you if T would tell you the amount of wheat  crime being committed by Indians or
raised per acre. Wheat, oats and barley white men. It is a mistake to
are our staple grains, and we raise, attempt to reduce that force from what it
vegetables also. The pcople who went: was two or three years ago. I say it should
Into wheat raising at first are now . be increased. It 1s money well spent and
stock raising, so that from almost! it will serve to preserve law and order. I
every town on the Canadian Pacific Railway ' hope the government will see their way to
out to the Rocky Mountains cattle areiincrease the police force, and keep them in
shipped not only in carloads, but in train- 'an efficient condition as they have been in
loads. We have shipped two complete train- | the past, and they will build up the North-
loads from my own town, besides on several | west in the confidence of the world and
Occasions one, two, three and four carloads, | people will know that their lives and their
‘shOWing that the cattle of that country are!property are safe when they come into that
developing fast and becoming an important (country. With regard to the school ques-
article of export with the furmers of the! tion, I regret that it has been treated in the
North-west. I am pleased to tell you also’ manner in which it has been by the people
that T have learned that the mining industry | of Canada—not the people of the North-
of British Columbia is developing, and west, or of Manitoba, but by political
IS inducing people to come there. parties all over. It has become a party
have not myself visited the mines weapon and a subject of politicial contro-
yet. As regards the Indians, T feel versy. I have always said from the very
We can justly congratulate the govern—[starc that I am as good a Protestant as
ment of Canada on the goid treatment they | stands in this House. and as such, I claim
have given to the Indians of the North-west. {to be a fair man and to do what is right to
know the savage state they were in when | my fellow men. I say you cannot make
.I first went to that country. Settlers were ! people Catholics, any more than you can
In danger out on the plains. If you could ! make themn Protestants. I do not believe
ave seen the heinousness of their actions, in their form or princples of religion
You would think that if you went among any wmore than they do in mine.
them you took your life in your hands ; but But if, instead of keeping this ftire-
What do we find to-day ? They are docile brand burning to agitate the people of the
and civilized persons, making a living|country, people would take a fair stand and
for themselves, in all the pursuits of agri- ’ act upon that, there wou!d be no tr,uble in
Culture and manufacturing articles for them- | educating the people of the North-west
selves. The Prime Minister visited the and Manitoba to do justice to all. The
territorial fair there last year, and saw the {true policy is to estabiish proper and effi-
Indian exhibits. I say that the exhibit, cient schocls, taught by properly qualified
furnished by the Indians would do credit to ‘teachers, under government inspection, sup-
any class of people. It comprised notiported with government money ; let every
Merely articles of one kind, but there was a ' school be dismissed at a certain hour, and
ozen kinds. The Indians were trained at let the priest, I was going to say the Pope,
the industrial schouls, and the exhibits were or King William say the prayers after
qual, if not superior to any other class of school hours. I believe that would com-
exhibits at that fair. There was no exhibit mend itself to Roman Catholics and
at the white man produced at the fair: Protestants; but every man is filled with
Which was more creditable to him than the prejudice when outside interference is talked
Indian exhibit was to the Indian. With re- Lof, and they all cry “ Hands off.” The peo-
gard to the police force, I regret that it has | ple of Manitoba do mot want their rights
ot been kept up to the standard in num-|infringed upon ; they want to be allowed to
v that the requirem nts of the country | legislate as they will; but if they will not
and the circumstances would justify. I do|deal out even handed justice, I say this
ot remember a case in my portion of the | parliament has got to do it. and T will sup-
rritory, Assiniboia, where an Indian has | port that policy. I am glad to see that the
en arrested for a crime. The police are|government has considered the interests of
0t housed up in Regina, but are scattered | the farmers, inasmuch as they intend to
Over the country, and the presence of a estabiish a fast line of steamers. I know
Policeman is a safeguard against any |that the line will get all the trade it can
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do. Tt will help to develop the territories
of the North-west, and I am sure that when
the people get confidence in it the enterprise
will be successful. With regard to the
militia, my hon. friend thinks it was wrong
to insert that paragraph in the speech. It
is not put there in a hostile spirit. It isa
matter that should be mentioned in the
speech.  The militia of the country should E
be kept in a good efficient condition, not|
only asa means of defence in case of trouble
arising, but because prevention is better
than cure ; it is well to know that we are
able to meet an emergency when it arises ;
and it will be a source of strength and con-i
fidence to the people of Canada. I am|
pleased to notice, also, that the North- west |
have increased in popul,xtlon That country
is improving and is settling up, not as fast as
we should like to see in some respects, but
still there is an immigration into the coun-
try and a settling all over, and by the census
taken last year the population has increased
so much that we are entitled to increased
representation. I am glad to see the
government is going to give us increased
representation, and I hope when that time
comes those who are representing that part
of the country will not act on the same!
principle that my hon. friend did and oppose

those who are giving us increased represent- :

ation.

reference to a seat in this House, and I
must do the memb rs of the government the
justice to say that neither directly nor in-
directly did any member of the government
approach me and offer me a seat. It is true
that on the 3lst December, for the first
time, a telegram from the head of the gov-
ernment, offering me a seat in this chamber,
was received by me, and that same evening
or the next morning I sent a telegram
accepting. There is the beginning and end-
ing of it.

The Senate then adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Iriday, Janvary 17th, 1896.
Tne SPEAKER took the Chair at Three

o'clock.
Prayers and routine proceedings

THE MINISTERIAL CRISIS.

. Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
i Before proceeding with the debate on the
address I desire to make a statement in
reference to the course which 1 pursued in

Hon: Mr. FERGUSON
journment of the debate.

moved the ad-

The motion was agreed to.
A QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

Hon. SirWILLTAM HINGSTON—T rise :
to a question of privilege. A paragraph in
the (//obe has been brought to my notice since |
T have had a seat here. I should not allude to
it now if it had not concerned the manner
of my introduction into the Senate. Tue
paragraph reads as follows :—

The appointment of Sir William Hingston to
the Senate Was a bare-faced proceeding. It would
seem that he was bribed to take the field with the
promise of a senatorship.

Honourable gentlemen, there is not one
word of truth in that statement. T speak
here in the presence of members of the gov-
ernment, and I say that at no time dunno'
the contest, previously or subsequently, until
the 31st December did I directly orindirectly
approachany memberof the government with

connection with the ministerial crisis, for the
purpose of placing it on record and for the
re:son that an hon. member of the other
i House has made a statement which might
 hereafter be used to my disadvantage.
‘lt is not often, nor do 1 consider it com-
ports with the dmmtv of this House, that
reference should be made, or comments in-
‘dulged in, upon the proceedings in the
'House of Commons. Ata time, however,
|when ministerial exp.anatlons are being
made, after a crisis in the Cabinet, a de~
parture from this wholesome rule may be jus-
titied. T havealready stated thatin the nego-
tiations which led to the return of six mem-
bers of the Cabinet who had resigned, there
were no stipulations nor conditions. T was,
therefore, not a little surprised on readmt7
in the official Debates of the House of Com—
mons of the 15th inst. the following state-
ment by Sir Richard Cartwright :—

It is impossible that even such a crew could
dream of returning except on a most distinet
nnderstanding, whether written or verbal, that
within a very short space of time Nir Mackenzie
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Bﬁ:\\;ell must make way for Sir Charles Tupper,
rt.

An hon. MEMBER—You are right for once.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT—Yes, right |
Or once and right always, and right all through. ‘

The interpolation was unwarranted and not '
ased upon facts. I do not accuse the hon.
Wember of any desire to mislead the House,
nor do T blame Sir Richard Cartwright for
Concluding that some understanding of the |
Character indicated had been arrived at be- |
tween Sir Charles Tupper, Bart., and myself.

ey are, however, both incorrect in the view
ey have taken. I desire, therefore, in order
at my future course may not be misunder-
Stood, to make this definite explanation :—
When I met my colleagues who still re-
Mained in the Cabinet, and submitted to
€m the names of gentlemen who had
'Onoured me by consenting to accept posi-
tions in the new Cabinet, I stated minutely
and positively the line of policy I proposed
to follow, T also stated, with perfect clear-
hess, the course that I intended to take,
pe"SODnlly, after the policy I had announced
been carried out. T desired to leave my
co}]e&gues without any doubt as to the course
Intended to take, and I justified my deci
Slon by arguments based on the best interests
of the Conservative party—which interests I
lieve to be identical with the welfare of the
®untry. This alloccurred before negotiations
Were re-opened forthe return of the ministers
Who had retired, and ata time when it was
Ought reconciliation wasimpossible. At the
meeting to which I have alluded, there were
Present: Hon. Sir Adolphe Caron, Hon.
Slr.ank Smith, and Hon. Messrs. Costigan,
Wmet, Daly and Ferguson.
have but to add, that when full expla-
ations are given I have not the slightest
oubt, the party I have served from my boy- -
O?Od and the country at large, will approve
the course I have taken. I should not |
c:“i"? !‘efe!'red to this unfortunate ministerial |
.Sls again, had it not been that the remark .
f“s made by an hon. member of the House
ommons and has become part of the
Permanent record of the House of Commons. |

hoHon. Mr. SCOTT—May T ask who  the
o gentleman was who interrupted Sir
‘chard Cartwright ?

p.on. 8ir MACK ENZIE BOWELL-Mr.
Ope,

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

Resuming the further adjourned Debate on the
consideration of His Excellency the (sovernor
General’s Speech, on the opening of the Nixth
Session of the Seventh Parliament.

Hon. Mr. WOOD said :—1T shall ask your
indulgence for a short time only, while I
joffer a few remarks upon some of the sub-
‘jects which have been referred to in the
I debate that has taken place during the last
| two days. In looking through the address
i which His Excellency has presented for our
.ccnsideration, T feel that one of its most
(important clauses is that which refers to the
i development that has taken place during the

{ last few years of the natural resources of the
‘country. I believe that this refers more
| particularly to the recent development of the
‘natural resources of British Columbia, and
{in the hasty glance which I have taken at
i the report that has been placed in our hands
isince we came here, I find there has been a
| very marked production in that part of Can-
lada of lead and siiver bearing ores as well
| as other valuable minerals. In this connec-
ition I was somewhat impressed by the
| remarks which were made by an hon. gentle-
 man who represents that province in this
| House when he suggested the propriety of
iestablishing a Canadian mint. I am not
'sufficiently acquainted with the advantages
i that we would derive from the establishment
rof a mint in this country, but I was
!interested in the observations of the hon.

i

i gentleman, because I heartily endorse the
| principle which seems to be involved in that
suggestion. T am one of those who believe
that no effort should be spared to provide
every means which we possibly can to con-
vert in this country the valuable natural
resources that we possess into articles of use
and for general commerce. If the sugges-
tion or proposition of the hon. gentleman is
a practical one and surrounded with not
too many difficulties, I trust it will receive
from the government of the day the con-
sideration which it deserves. I should like
further to observe, in connection with this
subject, that it appears to me too little
attention has been paid in the past, and per-
haps too little importance to-day is attached
to the natural resources of this country,
and to the necessity which exists for their
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preservation. We all admit that in this 1 and deserted and silent as an African desert.
country we have natural resources of un-;In my opinion, it is important that these
limited extent, the value of which it is im- | great natural resources, the products of our
possible to estimate. In my opinion their | forests and the products of our mines, should
greatest value is that they are the most ini- be in some way preserved—if they are not
portant factors, and must in the future needed now, at least for future generations
be the most important factors in the devel-| —in order to form the foundation for the
opment of the manufacturing industries of growth of the manufacturing industries to
this country. This Dominion of ours has' which T have referred. It may be said that
natural advantages and is some day destined  any action in this direction will retard our
to become a great manufacturing country|development. Well, that may be true. It
and we are destined to become a great may be that there would be a temporary
manufacturing and commercial people. 'We | check upon our mining operations, or upon
certainly have many advantages and there . these operations in the forest, to which I
are already indications in our country have referred ; but I Lelieve that if it is so,
which point in that direction. I think we|and we preserve thove great and valuable
may all feel proud of the progress that we | natural-resources, we can leave no better or
have made, and T believe that this is only a | more valuable heritage to our children and
foreshadowing of what we may expect in the | to the geuneration who are to follow us. I
future. I have noticed—and it was from the ' was present in the House of Commons when
fact that I had noticed this, and it is a sub- : the export duty on logs was removed some
jeet to which I have given some thought and  years ago. In iny humble way, I ventured
attention for a few years past—that in the to enter my protest to the leader of the
trade returns for the present year, among:government at that time, the late Sir John
our exports will be found some 283,000,000 | A. Macdonald, aga‘nst the action which
feet of the forest products of this country he proposed fo take. It was unavailing,
exported in the shape of unmanufactured of course, and the export duty was removed

logs. Now the forests, next "o the mineral

wealth, of the country are the most impor-;

tant and in my opinion the most valuab'e of
our natural resources. This exp rt of our
forest products in the shape of un-awn logs
appear to me a waste of our natural wealth
and resources. It may be, of course, that a
few persons—I do not think there can be
very many, and I would not be much sur
prised to find that the persons interested in
this business are mo-stly foreigners—but
there may be a few persons of this character
who are interested in timber limits, who de-
rive some profit from these transactions, and
and it is also no doubt true that a very large
numb:r of persons, mostly, however, the
cheapest class of labour employed in this
country, tind employment during the winter
months in cutting down this timber, and
preparing it for transportation across
the lakes. Now, while those people may,
during that time,derive from the employment
which they receive a bare livelihood, and in
most instances, I think they get little if
anything more, the country derives no per-
manent advantage or benefit from business
of that character. No wealth is. created,
and no permanent benefit remains, and as
soon as the operations are completed, the

scenes of those operations are as desolate

in consideration of some reduction in the
duties on lumber in the United States. T
was, however, of the opinion at that time
that that action was contrary to the best
interests of the country. 1 am of that
opinion still, and in my humble judgment
this country has not derived any reciprocal
advantages that are at all commensurate
with the loss we have annually sustained
from the sort of trade to which I have re-
ferred. Passing from this subject another
clause in the address, which is closely con-
nected with this, refers to the increased

"activity in the various branches of our trade

and commerce. I presume it is this clause
in the address which has given occa<ion for
the remarks of very many of the speakers
who have addressed the House upon the
fiscal policy of the present government. I

!agree with tho e who.say that it is not ad-

visable at this stage of the session to enter
into a lengthy discussion of that policy, but
as it has been referred to, it may not be
amiss to offer some few general observations
on the subject. The hon. gentleman from
Shell River referred to it at the greatest
length. He pursued a line of argument
which has been followed by members of the
Liberal party and by the press throughout
tp,is country. He held up for our imitation
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the example of the mother country, and
advocated a system of free trade for this
Country similar to that which has prevailed
Or many years in Great Britain. The hon.
gentleman contended that under that systemn
Great Britain had become, and is to-day,
One of the greatest manufacturing and comn-
Mmercial nations in the world, and the infer-
ence he intended us to draw was that if we
adopted the same policy the same results
will follow.

"Hon. Mr. BOULTON— Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. WOOD—I am glad to know
F at I am correct in that reference because |
It receives the sanction and approval of the |
on.  gentleman who made the state |
ments to which I have referred. We all ad- |
Wit that Great Britain has become one of

© greatest manufacturing nations in the!

another point in connection with that sub-
ject to which the hon. gentleman did not call
attention, but I think it is well that we
should kzep in mind when we are consider-
ing the history of manufacturing enterprise
in Great Britain and talk of following
her example; and that is this, that
while this example, which he says Great
Britain has placed before us, of success and
prosperity under a free trade tariff has
been before the world now for 50 years,
there is not a civilized nation in the world
to day that has followed her example in
abandonirg a protective for a free trade
tariff.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—They are not so
intelligent.

Hon. Mr. WOOD-—It may be that they
arenot so intelli_ent, and it may be that we

World, that she has held that proud position | are all wrong and that the hon. gentleman for
Or many years, and thatshe holds that proud | Shell River is right, but we should have
Position to-day, but when we look at the ’ some regard for the opinion of the statesmen
Mstory of (3reat Britain and talk of imitat- | who preside over the destinies of such nations
Ing  her example, we should rememberlas France, Germany and other great Euro-
that she was not always a free trade!pean powers. I think, too, we should have
QOUrltry. We should remember that in|some respect for the opinions of the states-
th‘«f early periods of her history Great| men in the great republic to the south of us.
Mtain had a highly protective tariff, | This is not a new question there. Itisa
&nd  that it was under that protec- question which they have considered and
bive tariff that her manufacturing in-| discussed for many years ; and after all their
Ustries were developed, and it was not consideration and discussion, after all the
until after many years of protection that|attention which the most eminent politi-
she adopted free trade. She had accumu- | cians and political economists of the United
led enormons wealth. She had concen-|States have given to this subject, there is
trated within that kingdom the skilled labour: not found in that country to-day any con-
and the best machinery that could be siderable number of persons—not sufficient

Secured, and placed her manufacturersin a |
Position to defy all outside competition. It.
%as not until she was in that proud position
At she was willing to throw down those
arrriers and open her markets to the .
“Ommerce of the world. If I read the his- '

to form the nucleus of a party—who are
prepared to advocate free trade theories,
and if we can judge of the recent elections
in that country, the trend of public opinion
in the United States tu-day is that they
should still throw around their manufactur-

tory of Great Britain aright, it appears to ing industries the principle of protection
me.that, in the early history of this country, ' which they have adopted for so many years.
ich corresponds with the early history of | Surely we should give some heed to the opi-
1€ Mother country, when our manufactur- | nions of these eminent statesmen, and T think
Ing industrics are in their infancy, when we | we might fairly draw thi‘s conclusion too : if
AYe not a very large amount of capital or |in a country like the United States, with the
Skilleq labour, or experience in these ditferent | enormous resources and wealth which that
tanches of manufacture, we are following | country possesses, with manufacturing in-
'er example by throwing round the manu- dustries which have been established for
dCturing industries of this country a reason- many years, where a great amount of wealth
m € Protection from foreign competition. 1 has been accumqlat-ed and skill acq}li.red, and
3t is the lesson which I learn from the | where they are in a far better position than
'Story of Great Britain. Then there is | we are to-day to compete with Great Britan
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and other countries in the open markets of
the world—if in that country it is not con-
sidered safe or advisable or wise to adopt
free trade, how can it be in a country situated
such as we are in Canada, with a smaller
population, less wealth and less experience in
these different branches of manufacturing
industry ¢ The hon. gentleman told us that

!
ithe course of events in Manitoba and

is thoroughly familiar with the general fea-
tures connected with this subject. It does
not appear to me that it is wise, therefore,
to review the past history of the question.
We have arrived at a time when 1% is neces-
sary for this parliament to take action, and
in my opinion at least, the duty of parlia-

'

he had been for many years advocating this ment is plain. We have before us the judg-
free trade principle, and with commendable ment of the Privy Council of Gre.t Britain.
zeal he tells us that he intends to pursue this: Under that judgment there is no room for
same course in the future. I fear that the'discussion of the question whether or not
hon. gentleman will find himsclf for some the Roman Catholic minority in Manitoba
years to come in a rather hopeless minority, - have a real and substantial grievance. The
as he finds himself to-day. It is not, per- judgment is decisive upon that point. Tt is
haps, wise or profitable to predict the results ' decisive, too, upon the further point that
of elections which are to come ; but I feel this is a matter which comes within the
that T might in this case veuture the asser-|22nd section of the Manitoba Act—that it
tion that in the elections which we are to|is one of those cases which it was contem-
have within a few months, when this question | plated, when that Act was passed, might
will be submitted to the people, we will have : arise in the history of this country, and itis
a more unanimous verdict in favour of our such a case as it was intended that the
present policy than we ever have had in the remedies provided in subsections 2 and 3 of
past. I canonlysay that I hope when those : that section should be applied. Now, it ap-
elections do come on that this question pears to me useless for any public man at
which, in my opinion, is the supreme one this stage of the question to say that further
dividing the two great political parties in time should be taken for the investigation
this country, wiil be fairly submitted to the ' of the subject, because it has been discussed
people upon its merits, and disassociated ' in the press, in the houses of parliament,
from other questions which, at the pr‘esentjand throughout the country, for the last
time are engaging public attention, so that six year: More than that, it has been
the verdict of the people may in the coming | before the courts, evidence has been taken
election, as in the past, be given fairly upon ' upon oath, and under all these circumstances
that great and important issue. Reference no public statesman worthy of the name
has been made by every hon. gentleman ! could come forward at this time and assert
who has addressed the House in the course that he is ignorant or ill-informed
of this debate, to the paragraph in the'upon this question and requires fur-
address which relates to the Manitoba ther time for study and investigation.
school question, and it is proper that refer-: I do not believe—I cannot believe that there
ence should, to some extent at all events be ! is a public man in Canada to-day who is not
made to it, as there is no subject in the:thoroughly familiar with the facts and cir-
address which occupies a larger share of ' cumstances surrounding this case, and who
public attention at the present time. I!has not made up his mind as to the course
quite agree with the remarks which the:of action which should be taken in regard to
leader of the House made in opening the [it. As T have said, we have the decision of
dehate, that it is not necessary, and it would } the Privy Council to assist us in this matter.
be a waste of the time of the House, to go Under that decision, it would be the duty of
at any length into the details of the history the Manitoba legislature to redress the
of this question. I can quite understand grievances of the Roman Catholic minority.
that every member of the Senate is familiar . When the local authorities decline to do so,
with all the facts and circumstances con-'the duty devolves upon us. TUnder the
nected with its past history. It is the decision of the Privy Council,in this parlia-
duty of every one occupying a position in ment rests the power and the right to redress
parliament to give attention to all impor-| the grievances of which the Roman Catholic
tant questions which arise for public' minority complain, and the refusal of the
consideration, and T feel confident that' province of Manitoba to comply with the
every hon. Senator has followed closely | decision of the Privy Council, places further
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Upon this parliament the duty to restore!
?hOSe rights. I do not think, if I mayE
Judge from the general trend of the remarks
Which have been made by hon. gentlemen
Who have spoken in the course of this debate,
that in this House there will be much differ-
ence of opinion in regard to this feature of
the question. Fortunately, in this House
We are not liable to be lirgely influenced by
Popular opinion or prejudice. We are in a
Position to review this question, to consider
% calmly and judicially, and free from the
Prejudices which may surround representa-
Yve men elsewhere, and T feel that under

10se circumstances, there will not be much |
ifference of opinion in the Senate upon the |
Question. The hon. gentleman who leads!
ve opposition, in speaking upon this sub-
Jeet, pointed to some of the difficulties
Which  might surround the enforcing of
dny Jegislation that we may pass. I
Quite admit the existence of the difticul-
tes to which that hon. gentleman referred.

am prepared to admit the very great dithi-
Culty of enforcing any law without the aid
of the municipal authorities, and the diffi-
Culty of enforcing legislation in any com-
Munity where we have a hostile public
OPinion or a hostile local government, but I
0 not think, even if that state of things
0es exist, that it should deter usin the
tion which we propose to take in this case,
Tor do I think that the difficulties which the
on. gentleman apprehends will be found in-
Surmountable or so serious as would at first
appear. 1 do not know what the views and |
OPinions of that hon. gentleman are as to

€ nature and character and extent of the
8islation which we should adopt, nor do I
NOw, on the other hand, what are the views

Ot the government of the day upon that ques-
Yon. Up to the present time I, at least, |
ave received no information in regard to it.
either am I a professional man, and T pre-|
ure for that reason that any opinion which |
Might express will not be entitled to so,
8reat weight as it might under other circum- |
tances, but from what thought and con-
Sideration and study I have been able to give
this question, it does not appear to me
4t it properly devolves upon this parlia-
Dt to originate or devise a public school
System for the province of Manitoba. Itdoes
Otappear tome thatitisour duty,underthese
C“Ircumstances, to pass an Act which will
®laborate in all its details the minutix of a

System adapted to the conditions of that

province or to provide the machinery which
might be necessary for carrying such a law
into effect. I can readily understand that
legislation of that kind might result in
failure. It appears to me, if I read the
Manitoba Act correctly, that the duty of
this House is not to originate a school
system, but to remedy a grievance; that it
is not to confer upon the people of Manitoba
any new rights or powers or privileges, but
to restore the rights and powers and privi-
leges which they formerly possessed, to
which they are entitled under the constitu-
tion of the country, and of which they have
been deprived by the Acts of the Manitoba
legislature passed in 1890, and of which the
minority justly complain. Itappears to me,
inexperienced as I admit I am, that an Act
repealing so much of the Act of 1890 of the
Manitoba legislature as interfere with the

irights and privileges which the Roman

Catholic minority in that province had up
to that time enjoyed, and an Act which re-
enacted so much of the former legislation
existing in that province as would restore to
the Roman Catholic minority the full en-
joyment of the rights and powers and

privileges to which they are entitled, would

adequately meet the requirements of this
case.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON — Parliament would
have no power to repeal any portion of an
Act of the province of Manitoba.

Hon. Mr. WOOD—I do not know whether
the hon. gentleman’s opinion is of much
more value than my own, or not, but I must
humbly beg to differ from him. Fromn what
little 1 understand of law, if the Manitoba
Act, as it does, confers upon us the power to
legislate on this matter, it confers upon us
the power to legislate in any manner and to
any extent that may be necessary to carry
out the provisions of that Act, and if it is
found necessary, or desirable, or wise in the
exercise of those powers to repeal any part
of the legislation passed in the province of
Manitoba, I humbly conceive that under
that Act we are empowered todoso. There-
fore, I must differ from my hon. friend on
that point. An Act of that character would
place the Roman Catholic minority of Mani-
toba in a legal position to assert and main-
tain the rights and privileges of which they
complain they have been deprived. If any
dispute should arise hereafter as to the na-
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ture, or extent, or character of those rights, !
they have the courts of law in which to settle
them, and under an enactment of that kind,
in the full exercise and enjoyment of the
rights, powers and privileges of which they
claim they have been deprived, they would
be protected by the courts of law and officers
of justice. In my opinion, at least, such!
legislation would adequately meet the re-
quirements of this case and give the Roman
Catholic minority of Manitoba full redress
for the grievances of which they complain.
It would be useful and effective in placing
them in a position for all future time
to assert and maintain the rights and
privileges to which they are entitled
under the constitution. There is one
other phase of this question to which
I should like to direct a few remarks.
It has not been touched upon by previous
speakers, and I may further say that I do
not think it is properly involved in the
consideration of the measure which will be
presented to us by the government later on.
The question to which I refer has been dis-
cussed freely throughout the country since
this matter has been engaging public
attention, as to the relative merits of separ-
ate and denominational schools and a
national and non-sectarian system of schools.
The question to which we are to consider
does not involve this, for, in my opinion,
the question which we have to consider is
merely a constitutional one. T feel, how-
ever, that this other is an important branch
of the subject, and to some extent at least
it is indirectly involved in the consideration '
of this question. I merely wish to say that
in regard to that, for my own part, I
strongly sympathize with the views of the|
Roman Catholics on this subject. I sym-
pathize with their desire to have schools in
which their children may be educated under
the guidance and control of the church to
which they belong and in whose principles
they believe. I do not admit and I do not
think that those argnments are fair which
are used by some advocates of the non-!
sectarian or national school system, that
the adoption of a different system necessarily
implies the appropriation of public funds
for the dissemination of religious doctrine or
the advancement of the interest of any par-
ticular creed or church ; nor do I think it is
a fair contention, as it has been contended
in the case of the province of Manitoba,
that these schools are necessarily of an in-

ferior character, that the system of educa-
tion necessarily keeps the young people of
the country in a greater state of ignorance,
or that as thorough an education cannot be
obtained under this system as under any
other. I cannot understand, in fact I do
not see how it is possible, that any intelligent
person in this or any other country should
wish his children to have an inferior educa-
tion. I do not understand, and I do not
believe, that any reasonable person, what-
ever may be his religious faith, will object
to having the teachers who may be employed
in the public schools submit to a qualifying
examination, or to any necessary test to
show that they have the ability and the
qualifications as well as the intellectual
attainments to enable then: to impart a
thorough education. Nor do I think any-
one will object to having a curriculum or
course of study prescribed which will be
suflicient to enable the students of the
school to discharge the duties and responsi-
bilities which may devolve\ upon them in
after life. But it is entirely compatible
with that idea, and T believe it is a proper
and a praiseworthy desire on the part of
any parent to desire that these same
teachers should be men of Christian
character and religious profession. I take
the position that whatever legislation we
may enact we cannot prevent the teacher in
the school from exercising an important
influence upon the students under his charge.
You may, if you choose, enact a law pro-
hibiting any religious instruction in schools,
and you may employ a teacher who con-
scientiously tries to carry out the provisions
of that law. He may very carefully abstain
from giving any specific religious instruction
or from expressing anyreligious opinions; but
I claim, and I believe the experience of every
hon. gentlemaninthis House will bear me out,
in thisopinion that no man who occupies the
position of a teacher can avoid to a greater or
less extent, though it may be unintentionally
orunconsciously,influencing themoral charac-
terand trend of thought of the pupils who
may be placed under hisdirection. He may
not utterone word upon religious subjects, but
by casual observations which will pass be-

itween himself and his scholars, by the

example of his own life and in a hundred
other ways, he exercises a powerful
influence not only upon the character but
upon the religious thoughts and feelings of
the children in his charge. Entertaining
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these opinions, I feel that it is a natural and
Praisworthy desire on the part of any
barent that when his child goes to school
receive a secular education, he should at
€ast receive that education under the in-
Structions of a teacher who possesses a
hristian character and who makes a
Teligious profession, and who believes in
and practices in his life the principles of the
tistian faith. At all events, in that way
We acquire what is, in my opinion, a most
Mportant advantage in placing before the
Young people of the country, in the person
of their teacher, the example of a Chris-
tian, which shall every day inspire
10 the minds of the children, respect and
Teverence for what is good and true. It
may be said that this is a mere sentiment,
and I believe it is claimed in some quarters
that it is a weak and unworthy sentiment.
admit that it is a sentiment, but I entirely
eny that it is either weak or unworthy. I
lieve it is one of the best and purest,
48 well as one of the strongest sentiments
at can actuate or inspire the human breast,
and one which is as sacred and deserves as
Much to be respected as the love of family,
€ love of home, or the love of country. I
elieve it is a sentiment which, in any
hristian land or in any civilized com-
Munity, will not be ignored; and I
Shall very much regret if we treat it
lghtly in any action which we may take
' these legislative halls. For my own
Part, T would much rather see our action
ke the direction of cultivating and
St"'eng‘chening instead of weakening and de-
?tmying it. As I have said, this question
18 not properly involved in the matter upon
Which  we shall be called upon later
Pronounce, but I feel that it is inti-
Mately agsociated with the general subject,
and T trust the House will pardon me if I
ave taken up some little time in expressing
® opinion which I entertain. I am ad-
Ver§e to those who advocate unsectarian and
nﬂt;lona,l schools and who would exclude
religious teaching and influence from our
‘Ucational institutions, and I sympathize
With those who desire that while their
chl!dl'en receive the very best education
W}_’mh is possible to obtain for them in
1S country, they shall at the same time
feceive that education under the charge of
& teacher who possesses a good Christian
®haracter and in schools which are to some
®Xtent—at least as far as the density of our

population and the circumstances of the

lcountry will admit—under the guidance

and influence of the Christian churches
of this Jland. There is just one
other matter in this address to which I wish
briefly to refer, and that is the clause which,
near the close of the address, refers to the
Intercolonia'! Conference at Ottawa, and the
results which are likely to accrue in the form
of aid fromn the British government towards
our fast Atlantic service. 1 regard this as
the most important subject which is referred
toin the address. I have for a long time
felt that we in Canada possess geographical
advantages which should entitle us to a
larger share of trans-Atlantic trade than we
have been receiving in the past. We know
thut the traffic between America and Europe
has already assumed immense proportions,
and that under present conditions and with
present facilities there is a constant tendency
that this traffic and travel should increase,
rather than diminish. Great as it is now
we may expect that it will be much greater
in the future. I have in my place in the
other branch of the legislation supported
the government in the policy which they
have adopted and in the request which
they have made to parliament for a subven-
tion for this scheme. =~ While the scheme is
a practicable one, it is surrounded with a
great many difticulties. We know that at
the present time the great city of
New York, the commercial metropolis of the
republic to the south of us, has a practical
monopoly of this traffic, and we know that
she will not abandon her hold upon it with-
out a struggle. I am ready to admit that
in entering into this enterprise we place
ourselves in competition with a most for-
midable antagonist, and it is for this reason
that I have been willing, and am willing,
to support the very large subsidy which the
government is obliged to ask in order to
secure this service. T do not propose, how-
ever, to discuss this subject further at the
present time, for I presume that an oppor-
tunity will be given later to make some
referen e to the advantages which the Cana-
dian route possesses, and the grounds upon
which we base our hope that if this service is
established we shall be successful in the com-
petition for a very large portion of this
trans-Atlantic trade. For the present I
merely wish to express the gratification
which T feel that the government of Great
Britain has consented to aid us in the
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matter, and that as the result we may | lency, apart altogether from the high position
reasonably hope that this scheme will be | which he holds, is worthy of the respect and
successfully consummated in the near attention of all who hear him speak or who
future. : havethe opportunity of knowing what hiscon-
{ clusions have been under the circumstances.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE—1It is my inten- Several hon. members in this House have in
tion to offer but a very few remarks at this the past been very much inclined to follow
time. In the first part of the address inithe example of one of old time, and they, as
reply to the speech from the Throne we find | representatives of that magnificent province,
the statement made that the bountiful har-| very justly magnify their office. In the future
vest with which Canada has been blessed is | let us hope that they will have still further
a cause for the deepest thankfulness. Surely |reason and justifiable cause to do so, when
any one would supposethat in a chamber con- . those resources are developed and utilized,
stituted as this one is, there could be but one : upon a more extensive scale than they are
hearty amen to the expression of a sentiment jat present. Reference is made to the In-
such as this, but not so. T was very much dian reserves and to the Indian industrial
surprised indeed at the attitude assumed by | schools, and the Governor General gives his
some hon. members and the language which 'impression concerning them. All that we
they employed. I did not think that it was | have to do in order to see how efficient the
possible to evoke from such a sentiment any- arrangements made by the government in
thing in which they could be ‘ Agin the regard to the conduct of this particular
government ;7 but it seems from what has | matter are, is to institute a contrast between
transpired that should the heavens overhead | the Canadian Indians and the Indians on
be as brass and the earth underneath as iron, |the other side of the line, and we will con-
and the early and the latter rain be with- | conclude at once that the government have
held, that would be the fault of the national | done well in the measures which they have
policy. Should there be more rain than | takenin regard to this service. Then in re-
is required for the benefit of the growing|gard to the education of the Indians, it is
crops, who is. responsible —the national|very well that every possible attempt should
policy surely. Should there be a boun-'be made to secure the education of the Indian
tiful harvest and pric-s rule low, not only in | lads, but somehow or other the Indian nature
this country but in other lands also,|does not seem to take kindly to education.
who is responsible 7—why, the national I do not state this because I think that any
policy. Should there be a scanty harvest  effort which the government is putting forth
rendering prices high and causing the people : in that direction should be relaxed—not by
to cry for bread, who is responsible I—the | any means ; but I have had some experience
national policy it cannot be doubted. Should | in this matter, and I have seen an Indian who
the exports of the country decrease, the na- | had received an education sufficient to qualify
tional policy is responsible ; but should the | him for one of our highest professions, and
exports increase—well, let us see—-it is not | still after all he relapsed to the old style of
the national policy this time, but some adven- | Indian living and habits. Now in regard to
titious or extraneous circumstances which | the mounted police, last session something
have to be credited with that result. Should | occurred to give me the impression that there
the imports increase they blame the national | was some idea of reducing the number of
policy, but should they decrease they must | the force. I think that would be a very
resort again to the extraneous circumstances | suicidal policy on the part of our govern-
already mentioned. Nevertheless, the fact ment. The mounted police are a magnifi-
remains that we have had a bountiful har- | cent body of men ; they have done splendid
vest, and I think it becomes us to feel and | service to the country, such service as to
express the deepest thankfulness to the | attract not only the attention of our own
Giver of all good. Further onin the ad(‘:lress, people, but of other nationalities as well,
in one of the paragraphs almost immedlatel_y especially our friends to the south of us;
succeeding, we have an expression by His |and it occurs to me at the moment that some
Excellency of his opinion of the resources of steps should be taken in regard to those
Canada, especially of those of one of our great ~men \.vho l}ave spent the best years of their
provinces. Anything that comes from so lives in this service, whether commissioned
acute, so astute an observer as His Excel- | officers, non-commissioned officers or privates.
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When the time comes that they are not so
Useful as they once were, and not able to
Perform their duties as efficiently as they
once did, there does not seem to be any pro-
Vision for them. I do not suggest what
Policy ig best, but I think something should
one to provide for them when this occurs.
shall not say anything in regard to the
#nitoba school question. It has been de-
ted pretty fully already, and we shall have
zn Opportunity to discuss it further by and
. Hon. gentlemen whom I am addressing
Will remember that I had the honourlastyear
X moving the address in reply to the speech
om the Throne, and that I gave great pro-
Minence to my ideas regarding the outcome
of that grand intercolonial conference held
te"e- I stated that I believed that it was
he beginning, the inception, the first step
Wards securing great things for Canada,
and for the empire at large. In the statement
3t we have before us to-day, we have the
™St fruits of that. I am glad to see in the
fess that the home government has
Sonsented to give a substantial subvention
“wards the proposed fast Atlantic service,
not only so, but that she has appointed
Committee to consider the advisability of
® Pacific cable scheme. Now, in regard
the fast Atlantic service, when this is
wmplet,ed, it seems to me, it will be some-
hat like the circulation of the life-blood in
® human system ; that, as the life-blood
Pulsates from the heart to the extremest
r, and gives life to the whole consti-
and body, so in like manner when
€3e fast steamers are established and con-
°t with the Canadian Pacific Railway,
i :lllng from one shore to the other, then
o ™M the great metropolis of the mother
in“tnt.ry will pulsate the blood of the nation
ext, he sha.pe of trade and commerce, to the
ot“emest provinces in her dominion. And
to thODly 50 ; we do not confine our outlook
Pro at particular phase ; but in regard to the
in Posed cable, of what mighty mament and
ab) Ortance it would be in case of war, to be
empy communicate at once from the seat of
a fsu'e to the remotest point. I have only
re W more remarks to make, and that is in
o to that little paragraph so modestly

-4 and which has provoked so much
'8cussion .

tutiOQ

tetXlZ‘&' attention will be asked to measures in-
wiljg; to provide for the better arming of our
"éand the strengthening of Canadian defences.

I donot see, hon. gentlemen, that there is
the least scintilla of menace about that, nor
do I hear the slightest ring of jingoism in
it, It would be a most suicidal policy for
the government to act otherwise. I think
it becomes this government to have our
militia, under existing circumstances, armed
with the very best rifle extant, and the best
ordnance that can be procured, and that
without the slightest intention of menace to
any nation whatever. In this I think we
cannot do wrong in following the example of
the mother country. We know of late that
she has been very much isolated and thrown
upon her own resources at a time when great
danger has been threatened, and what has
she done? She has done her very best to
implement those resources to the best of her
ability, to put herself on the best possible
war footing. It is my firm conviction, as I
believe it is the firm conviction of every hon-
ourable member in this House, that let the
war ¢loud burst when it may uponour mother
country, it will not seriously cripple her. I
think the effect will be the same as the storm
wind has upon her own native oak, which
but strikes its roots the deeper, and spreads
its branches the wider, that under its
shadow the down-trodden and oppressed of
all nationalities may gather whilst they
speak in many languages, albeit with tremb-
ling lip and stamwmering tongue, the praises
of that noble constitution and grand empire
which had afforded them so safe an asylum.
Surely we cannot be wrong in following an
example set by the mother country, And T
think, with all due deference to the gentle-
men who differ from me, that it would be
the wisest policy to arm our militia with the
very best implements we possibly can and
to act upon the motto which evidently she
been the motto of England, “ready, aye
ready.” T will put it even stronger than
that and take the negative form of expres-
ion, “never not prepared.”

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-—In proposing to
say a few words upon the address I feel that
T cannot enter upon my observations with-
out, in the first place, congratulating the
hon. gentlemen who have addressed us for
the first time in this debate. We have
heard a good deal in the last few days about
strengthening the government. We are all
of us, in this House at all events, and I be-
lieve the countryisalso, interested instrength-
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ening this hon. House and in seeing it
strengthened, and I think from what we
have heard from the mover and seconder of
the address, as well as the hon. member from
Westmoreland, and frcm what we know of
other gentlemen who have been recently
called to the Senate, that we will all unite
in this opinion, that in the recent appoint-
ments to this hon. body this House has been
very materially strengthened. I was glad
to hear my hon. friend the leader of the
opposition—whom I do not see just now in
his place—admit that the barvest last year
was a very good one. Indeed, he said it was
a remarkably good one, and that considering
the extent of this country and the variety
of climate and the diversifield methods of]
agriculture adopted in it, that it was rather
a wonderful circumstance we had such a
good harvest during the last year. This is
certainly a blessing for which we all
should feel devoutly thankful. My hon.
friend, the senior member for Halifax,
did not challenge the statement that the
harvest had been a good one, but he doubted
that there had been very much improve-
ment observable in the condition of the
country during the past year, and he said,
in reply to a statement that was made by
some hon. member, that if a decided improve-
men had taken place, as was stated in the
speech, in the province of British Columbia,
that no such improvement was observable in
the eastern provinces of Canada. Now, I
have to differ, and differ very strongly, from
my hon. friend, who, like myself, comes from
one of the eastern provinces, with regard to
that matter. I contend that last year has
been one in which we have seen all the
activity and all the improvements claimed
in the speech, and not merely in one portion
of Canada, but in different parts of it. We
have had this wonderful development of
the mining industries of British Columbia,
to which allusion has been made, and about
which I think there is no difference of
opinion. I have not the blue-books before
me ; they belong to the provincial govern-
ment, as this mining industry is particu-
larly under the management of the provin-
cial government, but I am told on excellent
authority that the output of the precious
metals in British Columbia has increased
during the last year from one million to
about three millions of dollars, and I am

proud to know that that extraordinary deve-
lopment is due in some small degree to a

bill that was passed in the House last year
for encouraging smelting operations in that
magnificent province. As a result in some
degree at least of the provisions of that bill,
which I had the honour to present and ex-
plain to this House, three smelting estab-
lishments have been started in the Kootenay
district, and the mining interests have been
wonderfully improved and developed. I
was pleased on the occasion, when that
smelting bill was before the Senate to see
the hon. member from New Westminster,
after I had concluded my observations in
explaining the bill, rise and say that it
met with his cordial approval, and my
hon. friend’s utterances in regard to that
question only confirmed the opinion I had
always felt, that notwithstanding our liberal
friends talk free trade as much as they do,
there is a skeleton in the cupboard,
in the case of every one of them, and my
hon. friend from New Westminster, while
he proclaims himself to be a free trader and
opposed to the national policy, when &
measure is introduced to this House which
related to an important industry in his own
province, at once sprang to his feet to say
that it met with his cordial and hearty ap-
proval. There is no possible feature of our
policy more distinctly protective than thab
of giving bounties to the iron industry and
to the smelting of gold and silver in British
Columbia. Then, again, as a proof of the
statements made in the speech with regard
to the increased activity and the develop-
ment of the resources of this country within
the last year, I can point to a statement
made by my hon friend from Shell River,
which I was glad to hear him make, although
I think I had learned the same thing before,
that during the last year the grain crop o
the province from which he comes h
reached the wonderful figure of 63,000,000
bushels. We have had the development in
British Columbia of the smelting industry
and here we have the great agricultural in’
terest in Manitoba making such a wonderful
leap to the front as it did during the last
year, and we all know that in the older and
greater provinces of Canada a good d-al of
activety has occurred. But my hop-
friend the senior member for Halifax, de’
nies that any increase or improvement ba$
been effected in the maritime provinces
Now, I want to say just a word Of
two with regard to the dairy interest in th®
province from which I come. Only fouf
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|
years ago the government of Canada under- | taken p'ace all over the world, and I know
took to introduce experimental dairying in |on the other hand that the articles we bought

Prince Edward Island. Up to that time
some futile attempts had been made to start
the industry, but, without success. One
experimental dairy was put in operation

in 1892, and the next year the number was |

increased to eleven, and the value of the out-
put to $48,000. The next year the number of
dairy stations was increased to 16, with an

output of $90,000. The next year, 1895, |

.28 experimental stations were in operation,
sides two creameries and an additional
Winter creamery now in operation, and the
outputhasgoneup to$190,000—from nothing
four years ago to $190,000, and the best of it
all isthat that has been done through the good
Wanagement of the government and the co-
Operation of the people, and the excellent
men that have been put in charge under the
'government, and it has not cost the Domin-
lon of Canada one dollar in the last year.
The industry has been entirely self-sustain-
Ing. T think, therefore, that I may claim
that the few facts to which I have referred
amply prove the statement made in the
8peech of the Governor General that we
ave had increased activityin various branch-
&s of industry from the Atlantic to the Pacific
during the last year. My hon. friend, the
member for Shell River, discussed at very
8reat length the question of our imports and
the exports, and he pointed to the fact that
last year, different from preceding years, we
had imported less value of goods than we had
8xported, from which he inferred that our
Purchasing power was less, and that that
¢ircumstance and that alone had causeda less
mport of goods than we had exported from
is country. Now I differ from my hon.
friend altogether. I differ from him because
do not believe that the volume or the value
of our importations affords a test, or the
only test, of the purchasing power of the
Country., There are other considerations
Which must come in as well as that. We
Now very well that during the past year
Some articles, and important articles too, that
¥e export from this country maintained
their prices wonderfully well, in view of the
8reat depreciation in values that had taken
Place all over the world about that time.
® know that the products of our dairy,
Cheese particularly, commanded a very fair
Price.. We know that our lumber command-
ed, not a very high price, but a fair price in
View é)f the depreciation of value which had

in foreign countries were depreciated to a
remarkable extent. It is to these facts, that
this difference is due, which causes the value
of our importations to fall. My hon. friend
said, in reply to a question of my own, that
if a country exported largely and found

{ that the articles which they wanted to buy

were so cheap that they could buy them with
less money than they could formerly pur-
chase them, they would at once buy more.
That is not my view of it. That is not whatan
honest man in the ordinary transactions of
life would do. The first thing he would do
would be to pay debts of the year before,
and the next thing would be to put a little
to his credit in the bank, and as soon as he
was able he would commence to buy
more as he felt his wants to increase.
The result of our sending away a greater
volume of exports in a certain year and being
able tc buy a larger quantity of goods in
return than we bought in former years
for. less money than we spent before,
would be that we would have a nice little
surplus in our hands to pay the debts of
years past, and like good housekeepers would
do, we would then find in what direction
we could extend our purchases in the year
to come.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Does the hon.

gentleman forget that we borrowed $10,000,-
000 last year ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—That is a trans-
action which does not come into the trade
relations of the country at all. We are dis-
cussing the imports and exports of the
country, and a loan made by the government
has not the slightest bearing on the question
with which we are now dealing. My hon.
friend, the senior member from Halifax,
went into the question of surpluses and
deficits, and he pointed to the fact that we
had a large deficit last year, and stated
further that that deficit was nearly as large
as the accumulated deficits of the Mackenzie
administration, during the five years that
they were in power. That leads me to
point out what those deficits were. In the
year 1874-75, the Mackenzie administration
had a surplus of $935,644. The deficits

were as follows :—

1875-76 o eeeeeeeeereeeane e $1,900,785
I876=TT - o oooeeee e enenennnn 1,460,027
1877=T8 - oo eeerieannennnnn 1,128,146
1878-79 o oooe e eeneeeannannns 1,937,999
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Deducting, then, the surplus of the year
1874-5 from the deficits, we have a net defict
of $5,491,313, the average net defict for the
five years being $1,098,000. Turning then to
the sixteen years in which the Liberals Con-
servative party have been in power, I find
that the total deficits amounted to $15,792,-
104, including the deficit of four millions last
year and including a deficit of five millions
occasioned by the suppression of the North-
west rebellion.

Year. Surplus. Deficit.
1879-80.......... 81,553,227
1880-81 .......... $4,132,743
188182 ,......... 6,316,351
188283 .......... 7,064,492
1883-84 .......... 754,255
188485 .....oiitiinniennn 2,240,058
1885-86 . ........0iiniienn, 5,834,571
1886-87 .......... 97,313
1887-88 .. vviieiiiiaens 810,031
1888-89 .......... 1,865,035
188990 ........ 3,885,893
189091 ..... .... 2,235,742
189192 .......... 155,977
1892-93 .......... 1,354,555
189394 ... ...l 1,210,332
189495 ... ...ou il 4,153,875

Totals........ $27,862,356 $15,792,104

Deduct deficit..$15,792,104

Net surplus. .. .$12,070,252 for 16 years.
Average yearly net surplus for 16
: $754,390

The surpluses in the same sixteen
years amounted to $27,862,356. Deduct-
ng the deficits from the surpluses we
have net surpluses during the sixteen years
amounting to $12,070,250, or an average
yearly net surplus of $754,390 during the
Liberal-Conservative regime. I merely men-
tion this as a reply to the statement which
the hon. member from Halifax made to the
House yesterday when he was commenting
on what he considered the very serious
deficit of last year. In connection with that
I want to point out another circumstance
which should not be lost sight of. When
the Mackenzie government were in power,
and when they were year after year accum-
ulating the deficits which 1 have just read
to the House, they were increasing the tax-
ation. They raised the ad valorem duties
from fifteen to seventern and a half per
cent, and notwithstanding this increased
taxation during those years, which were
years of deprec ation in prices though not so
great as ours—notwithstanding this, their

went out of power. What have been the
circumstances of the administration of the
present government with regard to that?
We know that the deficit of last year, and
the smaller one of the previous year and
which I am pleased to say is not likely to
occur this year were due to a reduction of
taxation. Had we maintained the duties on
sugar, not at the rate which prevailed under
the Mackenzie adininistration, but at the
reduced rates which we ourselves put in force
up to four years ago, there would have been a
revenue of about $12,000,000 which would
have wiped out nearly all the deficits we have
had during the whole period. I was glad, as I
am sure all my colleagues were, to hear the
very complimentary remarks which were
made in this House with regard to the Indian
service. It is a source of gratification to the
Minister of the Interior as well as to all his
colleagues in the government that this service
has been the subject of such complimentary
observation not only from government sup-
porters, but from hon. gentlemen on the
other side of the House. I travelled exten-
sively some ‘years ago through the North-
west Territories, and I can add my compli-
ments to those of other hon. gentlemen with
regard to the usefulness and efficiency of
the mounted police, I heard but one testi-
wony with regard to their services through-
out the North-west, from one end of those
vast territories to the other. Thereisa ques-
tion in the Speech from the Throne regard-
ing which more interest is felt, probably at
this moment than any other—I refer to the
Manitoba school question. I do not think for
one moment that it should assume greater
importance in the estimation of the public
than the trade question. It is one to which
common sense, moderation and reason should
be applied, and, if dealt with in that way,
there would be very little difficulty in set-
tling the question on a basis that would be
satisfactory to all the people of Canada, but
as the subject has to be dealt with here, we
must express our opinions upon it and
give the reasons for the course which each
of us proposes to take. That remark applies
to members of the government as well as to
all other public men. The leader of the
opposition in his speech on the address
expressed the opinion that the Manitoba
School Act of 1890 should have been vetoed
when it was passed. The hon. gentleman
has expressed that same opinion on more

deficitswere greater year after year until they | than one occasion in this House, and I am
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Surprised that he should do so in view of
What has occurred since the passage of that
Act. We know that there has been a
Judicial decision upon that Act and it has

n declared by the highest trib nal of the
epire to be intra vires. What good would
1t have done to have vetoed that Act? Tt
Wwould simply have prolonged the strife and
Intensified the difficulties which surround the
Subject. It would probably have been re-
€nacted under a strong conviction that it
Was intra vires. Then it would have been
disallowed again and re-enacted, and so the
question would have become so aggravated
that finally it would have to be settled by
the courts of law. A disallowance of the
Act would not have settled the que-tion,
decause it would have to be the subject of a
Judicial decision in the end. But my hon.
friend says that it should either have been
Vetoed or sent to the courts at once. My
hon, friend knows very much better
than T do that there were very great diffi-
Culties in the way of sending that question
to the courts at once in the state of the law
at that time. It was impossible then to
obtain a rea-oned opinion upon an act. I
shall read the statement made by the hon.

r. Blake in 1890, giving his reasons for
the resolution provising for a reference
of the Manitoba schcol case to the courts :—

Our present powers, sir, are wholly inadequate
for the effectual execution of the project in hand.
€re is no certainty—there is in ordinary cases
Tather an improbability —of our being able to reach
the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, the
Upreme Court, and the imperial law ofticers, the
Machinery is extremely defective.
Provision for the representation of the different
terests ; there is no provision for the ascertain-
Ment of facts ; there is no provision for the reasoned
Opinion of the tribunal.

My hon. friend must have overlooked
that very important fact, that in 1890 the
government had not the means of getting a
©3al solution of vhat question, particularly
3 speedy solution or a sat sfactory solution,
&nd that a decision then obtained would

ave been of little value, Mr. Blake futher
Says :
imFor wmy own part, I attach little comparative
ar Portance to judicial solutions, reached without

gument, and announced without reasons.
D‘"'ing a discussion not many days ago
;some question arose as to what political
:‘1 er is responsible for this method of
tfﬂlchng::; cases of the kind for judicial solu-
100 to the Supreme Court of Canada. I

There is no!

have taken the pains to look up the history
of the New Brunswick school case, and I
find that in 1872 the Hon. Mr. Blake made
a speech in the House of Commons, in which
he said :

He desired to give a practical suggestion as to
what should be done. ﬁ' any constitutional right
were infringed, parliament had power under the
4th clause o? the British North America Act to
interfere, and he quoted the provision giving par-
liament the right to make remedial laws when
necessary, and this, he maintained could be done,
though the twelve months had elapsed. He
suggested that the proper course would be to
obtain the opinion of the law officers of the Crown
in England, as to the right of the New Bruns-
wick legislature to make the alteration in the
school iaw which they had done, and if it was
found that such legislation in every part of it was
not in accordance with the constitution, then this
parliament might pass a remedial Act to do
Justice to those who had been injured. This view
might be proposed as an amendment by his col-
league, the hon. member for Lambton, at a later
stage.

This was Mr. Blake’s declaration during
the debate on Mr. Costigan’s resolution in
the House of Commons in 1872. He did
not propose an amendment carrying out the
views which he then expressed, but he gave
notice to the House that the Hon. Mr.
Mackenzie, member for Lambton, would
move a resolution to that effect at a later
stage of the discussion, and which Mr.
Blake seconded. Mr. Mackenzie’s resolu-
tion was as follows :—

That this House deems it expedient that the
opinion of the law officers of the Crown in England,
and if possible the opinion of the Judicial Commit-
tee of the Privy Council, should be obtained as to
the right of the New Brunswick legislature to

¢ make such changes in the school law as to deprive

the Roman Catholics of the privileges they enjoyed
at the time of the union in respect to religious
education in the common schools, with a view of
ascertaining whether the case comes within the
terms of the fourth subsection of the ninety-third
clause of the British North America Act, 1867,
which authorizes the parliament of Canada, to
enact remedial laws for the due execution of the
provisions respecting education in the said Act.

Whatever credit or whatever blame may
attach to this method of dealing with the
question, it is plain, if you go back to what
was done when the Newv Brunswick school
law was before the country, that it was Mr.
Blake and Mr. Macken ie who suggested
that a solution of the ditliculty might be
found by sending it for the opinion of the
law officers of the Crown in England, or, if
possible, obtaining a decision from the
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council.
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As a matter of history, we know that an
opinion of the law ofticers of the Crown was
obtained, and that they supported the view
of the Minister of Justice, Sir John Mac-
donald, that the act was intra vires of
the legislature of New Brunswick, and that
the doubt which Mr. Mackenzie and Mr.
Blake had expressed as to the possibility of
obtaining a decision from the Judicial Com-
mittee of the Privy Council was proved to
be true, as an opinion of that nature could
not be obtained under the machinery that
then existed for the purpose of sending such
questions to the courts.

Hon. Mr. REESOR—The same Privy
Council have decided the same thing in
regard to the Manitoba law.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—T am coming to
that. I have already stated that the Judi-
cial Committee of the Privy Council—and
T think it is a conclusive argument against
the contention of the leader of the opposi-
tion—have decided that the Act is intra
vires. That, to my mind is a conclusive
reply to the censure which the leader of the
opposition directed against Sir John Mac-
donald and his colleagues, because they did
not, in 1891, disallow the School Act. But
while, as my hon. friend points out, the
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council
have declared that the Manitoba School
Act is intra vires, they have, by a later
decision, declared that the Roman Catholic
minority have a grievance, and although my
hon. friend may not see it, and although I
confess at first I could not see it myself,
legal minds say that these two decisions are
not inconsistent with each other.

Hon. Mr. REESOR—The members
of the government divided very much as
to what was meant.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—That is a very
general remark, and I cannot see what the
hon. gentleman refers to.

Hon. Mr. REESOR—The Queen’s Privy
Council did decide, when the bill was last
hefore them, when Mr. Blake and Mr.
Ewart were arguing the question, that the
Manitoba legislature had acted within
their rights, and that the Queen’s Privy
Council could not interfere with the laws
that Manitoba had passed. '

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—We know that
the fir<t decision was that this Act was intra
vires, and that they did not propose to inter-
fere with it, but the Privy Council after-
wards declared that under that Act a griev-
ance existed, that a wrong had been done
and that the right of appeal to the Privy
Council of Canada remained with the min-
ority under sub-section 2 of the 22nd section
of the Manitoba Act and that the parliament
of Canada would on a remedial order being
passed be clothed with power to remedy
grievance. I have read to the House that
Mr. Blake's speech in 1872, and Mr. Mac-
kenzie’s resolution of the same year, and the
position I take is this, that whatever right
or wrong may be involved in sending this
question to the courts, the suggestion to do
so came in the firstinstance from the leaders
of the Liberal party, Messrs. Mackenzie and
Blake. 1t is true that the government of
the day accepted that mode «f dealing with
the question, and I have looked at the
debates of tihe House of Commeons and I find
that there was no division, that Mr. Mac-
kenzie’s amendment to the resolution moved
by Mr. Colby, expressing regret at the nature
of the legislation of the province of New
Brunswick, was adopted by the House of
Commons unanimously. Now we come to
1890, when the Manitoba School Act was
passed. As we know, the hon. Mr. Blake,
then a prominent member of the opposition,
put himself on record by moving a resolu-
tion providing for s reference to the courts.
In further reference to the view of the hon.
gentleman from Ottawa, that the disallow-
ance of this Act should have been effected
in 1890, I wish to read what Mr. Blake said
at that time, particularly as indicating
whom he claimed he was speaking for. He
said :

Those members who have long been here will
well remember the New Brunswick school case,
which was agitated for many years ; in the course
of which agitation I have hoped that 'some politi-
cal aspects of that and of analogous questions were
finally settled—settled, at all events, for the bulk
of the party with which I act, and for the humble
individual who is now addressing you. I regard it
as settled, for myself at any rate, first of all, that,
as a question of policy, there shall be no disallow-
ance of educational legislation, for the mere reason
that, in the opinion of this parliament, some other
or different policy than that which the province
has thought fit to adopt would be a better policy.

‘Hon. Mr. REESOR—Hear, hear.
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Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—T observe that | before me that I might ask him one question.

Wy hon. friend says lear, hear,” and ap-
Proves of what I haveread. Thisis another
INstance of that remarkable unanimity and
Yotherly love which prevails in the Liberal
Party, for what 1 have been reading tends
0 Weaken the position taken by his own
eader the hon. member for Ottawa. I am
glad to find that these sentiments meet with
© éntire approval of my hon. friend who
A< just interrupted we. I will now read
T. Blake’s resolution of 1890

Oh is expedient to provide means whereby,
M Solemn occasions touching the exercise of the
ng wer of disallowance, or of the appellate power
& to educational legislation, important ques-
1908 of Jaw or fact may be referred by the execu-
elve o a high judicial tribunal for hearing and
Osideration, in such mode that the authorities
t]!: Parties interested may be rcpresented, and
in?t & reasoned opinion may be obtained for the
Ormation of the executive.

Sa'fjn speaking of this resolution, Mr. Blake
i -

toMy oW1 opinion is that whenever, in opposition
€ continued view of a provincial executive
exo. Egislature, it is contemplated by the Dominion
Xecutive to disallow a provincial Act because it is
th‘m tires, there ought to be a reference ; and also
at there ought to be a reference in certain cases
€Te the condition of public opinion renders
3 Pedient a solution of legal problems, dlssoc.xated
wg‘.n those elements of passion and expediency
ich are, rightly or wrongly, too often attributed

€ action of educational bodies. Andagain, Ifor
Part would recommend such a reference in all

v, ‘l’: of political appeal—cases which necessarily
0!)0 © the feeling to which I have alluded, and to
i€ of which, I am frank tosay, my present motion

18 mainly gy,

ex
f

Mr, Blake was frank enough to say that
© observations he was then making were
;n‘“ﬂly due to what was going on in Man-
st") 8, that is the passing of the Manituba
°hool Act of 1890. My hon. friend the
e er of the opposition, deplored, as I am
illl"e he sincerely did, the agitation and the
feeling which has been occasioned in this
Untry over the Manitoba school question,
th Inferentially he tried to lay the blame at
®door of the government, bocause they did
Ot disallow the law, or because they did not
M, as he says they should have obtained,
- Summary decision from the courts which
ould enable them, as he thought, to accom-
18h the disallowance of the Act. But
s le my hon. friend may be perfectly
thn"e}‘e in these declarations of regret over
© Intensified feeling so prevalent in the
Untry, I wish that he were in his seat

i
i

|

What I would have liked to ask him is this:
is he a supporter of the policy announced in
the province of Ontario at a great many
meetings held not long since, by Mr. Laurier,
his leader in the otherhouse, that he proposes
still further delay in dealing with the ques-
tion? I would like to obtain an honest and
sincere answer from my hon. fiiend to that
question. If the five or six years of delay
which has occurred while this question has
been dealt with DUy the courts has
intensified public feeling and done harm in
that way, how can it be that the hon. gen-
tleman can support Mr. Laurier in advocat-
ing still further delay which cannot fail to
deepen the feeling of tie public and work
still greater injury to the country? I can-
not for the life of me understand how my
hon. friend can reconcile these two positions,
that is if we are to understand that he
he has really taken refuge inside the lines of
Torres Vedras with his leader. This leads
me to say a word in regard to the leader of
the opposition and his policy. I find that
two or three years ago a very lmportant
political gathering tock place in the city of
Ottawa, a great conveniion of delegates
from all the Liberal organizations in the vari-
ous provinces of Canada. Nearly all their
representative men came to Ottawa at that
time for the avowed purpose of discussing
important public questions and of formulat-
ing the policy of the Liberal party upon
these questions. At that convention the
policy of the party was determined upon,
but in no part of that document which they
termed their platform can we find any
reference to the Manitoba school question.
In view of what my hon. friend from Ottawa
has said as to the intensified state of public
fe:ling by reason of the delay which has
occurred, we naturally ask why was it that
po decision was arrived at at such an im-
portant meeting with regard to this ques-
tion. I turn to the proceedings of the
convention and I find that the leader of the
party gave an explanation which I will
read. - He says:

Now it is my duaty to refer to another matter
which is an irritating subject because it touches
questions of creed and race. I refer to the Mani-
toba school question. 1 have received several
communications urging me to take a course upon
that question. Different persons in the various
Provinces have asked me to take opposite courses,
To them I have given no answer. Igive it now,
gentlemen. I wish the question were in any other
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condition. Those of you who follow political | before the Houseto show thatthehon. gentle-

events know that last session Mr. Tarte on the : : :
one hand and Mr. Dalton McCarthy on the other man notwithstanding the declaration that

agreed that the government were a pack of cow- he was ready to .s.pea,k when !:he courts
ards, that they did not deal with that subject in | should rendera de. ision, has proclaimed, after
a manly way. For my part I spoke in the same | that decision has removed the question from
sense, s o sy g
They were agreed so far and I now say that the tﬁe_]uclh(:lal d?m&lF ?‘nd b;ougl;}t lthfa.lrly into
government acted in a cowardly way and did not | the plane of politics, that he has taken
dare to speak one way or the other. It was their | refuge behind the lines of Torres Vedras. I
bounden duty to say one thing or the other, but | must say. that the course pursued by the

instead of acting like men of courage they allowed : : s 3
passion to be inflamed in Manitoba and Quebec and hon. gentleman and his friends that is, if

never dared to stand up like men and put an they fol!ow him, is a most extraordinary one.
issue of the question. They areto be blamed for | But while the leader of theoppositiondeclares
this. thatheisentrenched behind the linesof Torres
There was in the opinion of Mr. Laurier no! Vhedr}a:s hm respect to this question, and
excuse at all for government not speaking«t at he as not a:ssume.d “any attitude with
out at that time. It was cowardly of them | regard to it, his attitude is nevcrthelegs
not to speak. Wait tiil we see why he says ! clearly a_ud well understood, at least by his
he did not speak himself. }fruends in Quebgc. According to t}}e re-
; | ports published in the press of the Liberal
@ 'il;h:())'“?hunted the question to the courts where i party in that province, he has declared on
) . probably a score of platforms that he is
When we rememnber that Mr. Blake’s re-! anxious to have the opportunity of redress-
solution which shunted that question to the.ing the wrongs of the minority. While in
courts was agreed to unanimously in the; Quebec they interpret his speeches in that
House of Commons, Mr. Laurier being pre-! way—and I assume that his utterances are
sent at the time and thus lending a hand in J correctly reported—the Winnipeg T'ribune,
shunting the question, we may be able to|the organ of Mr. Greenway in Manitoba,
judge the value of the statement that it was | contends that Mr. Laurier has put himself
the government who shunted the question } on record in the speeches that he has made
into the courts and who acted in a cowardly ‘ in Manitoba as being opposed to any coercion
manner. What they did was done with the i whatever in regard to this matter.
support and assistance of the hon. gentleman
himself. He continued : Hon. Mr. REESOR—T understand he is

' opposed to coercion in any province.

The opposition are not in a position to take any
action. | Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—He certaiuly i
. L on. Mr. ! —He certainly is
Why, I would ask, were the opposition txedfnot, reported in that way in a very con-
ha,n.d and .ff)Ot, and t,hei}' mouths sealed ' siderable proportion of the press of Quebec.
}mtxl a decision had been given by the courts | On the contrary, his principal lieutenant,
if the government were cowards for not|Mr. Tarte, who recently addressed meetings
speaking out M}d declaring their policy % in the county of Westmoreland, formerly
under the same circumstances. ' represented by my hon. friend who has just

The opposition are notin a position to take any addrefgsed the House, put himself on record,
action until such time as a report has been given | speaking for Mr. Laurier, that he was an

b)}*‘ the courts, andluutil the courts have decided | zdvocate of the restoratiorn of the rights of
whether or not the government have the right to | : : Pio4s :
interfere. Then, sir it will be time for us to say | the minority. He had no hesitation in say-

we will act or not. In my estimation it is not | iDg SO in the French parishes in the county
prudent now that the question is before the court ' of Westmoreland. at least he was so report-

to deal with it, because it would be appealing to | ed by the Liberal press.
prejudice which it would be better should be left |

aside. |

Hon. Mr. REESOR-—Yes, but not by
Why was it so imperative on the .eader|coercion.

of the opposition to keep clear of engen-!

dering prejudices, while on the other hand| Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.—Perhaps, then,
it was cowardly for the government not to by a comnmission to make a further inquiry
make an issue of the matter, notwithstanding | as to the facts, in order to gain more delay
these same prejudices ! I put these extracts | which the leader of the opposition in this
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House so warmly deprecates. I will allow
Iy hon. friend to take whichever horn of
the dilemma he chooses. His leader in this
‘Ouse deprecates the delay, which, he says,
18 intensifying feeling and doing harm to
the country, while if my hon. friend who
Dow speaks is right, the policy of his leader
1n the other House is to obtain still further
elay. The Liberal party are pursuing a
very dangerous course with regard to this
Question ; but that is nothing new for them.
They have played with fire, so to speak,
‘Mmany times during the history of the past
ten years, We remember very well the
lel agitation, and the advantage which
the Liberal party took of that question to
endeavour to create bad feeling between the
ferent races of this country. We remem-
er also, a question which arose in the
Province of Nova Scotia, when the Liberal
Party in that province raised the flax of
Secession and treason to this confederation.
Mmmediately previous to the general election
of 1887, they unexpectedly dissolved the
ocal house and went to the country on
the policy of secession fro u the union. We
Dow that in doing so they were playing
With fire, and we know that they did it for
€ purpose of helping their friends in
federal politics, for as soon as the federa
elections were over, and it was apparent
that they had failed, that the people of N.S.,
8lthough carried off their feet by thesecession
°ry, had recovered themselves and returned
4 majority of members of the House of
Ommons pledged to maintain the integrity
Of our confederation, they abandoned their
attitude. Later on, this party played once

more‘with political fireon the question of com- |
Mercial union, a dangerous proposition and |
ohe which touched the ties which bound us

O the great empire of which we form a part.

€ know that the Liberal party in their

3nxviety for power raised that question care-
®s of consequences, though their attitude

WYas calculated to sap the loyalty of the,

ople and materially affect the interests of .
€ empire ; and I say now that thereis the

Clearest evidence to my mind that collusion
Xists between the leader of the Liberal
Party in the province of Manitoba and the
ea‘der.of the Liberal party in federal politics.
€ dissolution of the legislative assembly
Manitoba just in the few days which in-
°Tvened between the summoning of this
Ouse and the consideration of the legis.
8tlon which we are specially called together

to undertake, satisfies me that there is such
collusion, and as a further evidence of this I
may refer to the report which is current,
and which has not been contradicted, that
at a critical moment the Attorney Gen-
eral of Manitoba, the Hon. Mr. Sifton, came
to Montreal and had an interview with Mr.
Laurier. They parted apparently with a
perfect understanding and the dissolution of
the local house took place immediately after-
wards.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE—Reference might
be made to the Jesuits estates questi- n.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I might have
referred to that as well; however, the
charge does not lie so fairly against the
party in that connection, because a large
majority of its members took the constitu-
tional view of that question. If they had
done so, in regard to the other questions, it
would have beer very much more to their
credit. I take the view that no govern-
ment, or set of men charged with the
responsibilities of government, can do any-
thing else in the present juncture than
apply themselves in the spirit of reason and
moderation and justice to remove the
grievances which the highest court in the
realm has declared to exist on the part of
the minority in the province of Manitoba.
It is all very well for hon. gentlemen to
say, as some have said, that while they
admit that a grievance has been found to
exist, and that the highest court in the
empire has decided that this parliament has
power to remedy that grievance, they take
the ground that parliament is not compelled
to do so. It think itis clear that parlia-
ment is not compelled to interfere. The
government do very many good things that
they do not under compulsion. They
may not be compelled to remedy a
wrong, but if they do not do so, they
must accept the responsibility of their
inaction. The right of petition has existed
under the British constitutivn since the
time of the petition of right, or perhaps
we might go further back and say
that since the time of the Magna

| Charta the right of petition has existed.

From that time forward the recognized
principle has been that if any one approaches
the Crown, or approaches parliament with a
just cause, and it is within the power of par-
liament to apply the required remedy, it is
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the duty of parliument to do so. Hon. 1 this trouble. Let him wait until he hears
gentlemen cannot ignore the moral obli-| what he proposed. *I sayit cun be done by
gations, the equitable obligations which compensation.” If the hon. gentleman is
devolve upon the government, which devolve right in the view he expressed last evening,
upon parliament, and every member of  that everything was smooth and serene and
parliament, to deal with a question of this;no harm done, what was he going to give
kind, and to deal with it properly. We | compensation for?

> say “W shi and | . .
cannot ray “We may shirk our duty, and| All the Dominion government will have to do

we may not do anything at all.  We .ma.y’ i would be to make a grant in order to supplement
fold our hands and say we will do nothing.” | the moneys lost to the minority through the con-

The grievance has been proved by the highesu | tribution which they make to the municipalities.
court of the realm to exist, and the power
to remedy that grievance has been declared
by the same authority to exist in this
parliament of Canada. However, we may
go about it, it is clearly our duty to remedy
that grievance, and if we do not do so we
will assme a very grave and serious respon-
sibility.

My hon. frien1 had previously explained in
that speech of his that the eflect of the Act
had been to compel a large portion of those
who had supported separate schools to adopt
public xchools. He did not appear to think
or believe that there might have been
oppression, and almost persecution, in that,
and that the compensation was only for

) . - . o tthose who had stood un against the oppres-
. Hon. Mr. BOLLTON_“ ithout infring- sion, and he thought that there were only
ing upon the constitutional powers of any about 35 schools that were entitled to
other province. compensation. He further stated :

Hon. Mr. FERG USON—Certa.inly not. As alr:eady stated, thg amount that would .be ne-
That will be carefully guarded, and should | cessary in order to rectify ylle present position of
b refully guarded.. Now. T almost foraot | affairs in order to make this wrong a right, would

€ caretully guar -t ) .. =77 not exceed, so far as the Roman Catholic minority
one matter, until my hon. friend reminded ; are concerned, $10,000 a year. Now, I do not ask
me. I was rather surprised at the speech |the people of eastern Canada to put their hands in
my hon. friend from Shell River made yes- . their pockets and take out a sum sufficient to

. . meet the requirements which have arisen in con-
terda.y afternoon in this House. I was sur- nection with this dispute, but I say that in the re-

prised to find that my hon. friend appears | venue derived from the public lands of Manisoba
to have taken altogether different grounds |there is a source from which the necessary compen-
from those he put forward a year ago, when | sation can be drawn.

N . . It is out of this source, I think, that a small com-
we had the pleasure of listening to a very pensation could easily be provided, in order to put

long and lucid speech in this House upon | an end to what otherwise might become a very
this very important question. My hon. ggve dispute as between different sections of the
friend shakes his head, but I think when I winion which are governed more by their feel-

. . T ings than by anything else in regard to religious
refresh his memory by reading one or two matters. A small sum of money like that which I

ext,ra-ct,s from the speech he made last year, | have mentioned, is nothing in comparison with the

he will, I think, come to the conclusion that | harm and wrong that would be dove upon the
s s g o he up:

he has either forgotten the position he took {Zeople of Canada by bringing on a dispute of this

) - ind, or by depriving that western country of the
iffSt };fld(‘lr‘ 0;_1:};:;1}16 has entirely changed constitutional powers and privileges to which they
1s mind. :

are entitled.
That is a question for the Roman Catholic mi-| I just put those remarks of my hon. friend
nority to decide. They have put forth the claim |]gst, year before him, in order that he may

that they have been deprived of certain rights, ; 1 i ;
and we, as Eart of parliament, have to consider consider whether they are consistent with the

what were those rights, and how far they have | Statement he made last evening, that there
been deprived of them, as well as how a remedy | was nothing wrong, no grievance, and that

can be apiplied without impairing the constitutional | the circumstances called for no remedy.

power of the people or infringing upon the
autonomy of the province of Manitoba. Hon. Mr. BOULTON—If the hon. mem-
ber would refer to the debates of last
Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Hear, hear. Thursday, he would see that I advocate the

same policy exactly, and if I had not been
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—The hon. gentle- | interrupted yesterday in my remarks, I
man found a way of doing it without any of | would have detailed exactly the same thing.
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Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—T am delighted
0 hear that statement, because then the
erence between my hon. friend and my-
18 not so wide as I thought it was.
Ut I inferred from his speech last evening
at he was prepared to take the position
b there was no grievance that parlia-
Ment was called upon to rectify, and I am
dehghted to find that it was his intention
y sterday to put himself on record in the
Yery same mannsr he did last year, and if
© had done so, it would be found there was
ﬁ”t such a material difference between my
on. friend and the government on this
anitoba school question. It has been
eclared again and again, and a great many
People have been lead almost to believe
€ government were harsh and hasty in
3sSing the remedial order of last year, and
3% the remedial order was imperative and
l:'e"empt/ory in its terms, that it had noright
as mandatory as it was. With regard
to‘hat, I have the opinion of those who
w&ve good opportunities of knowing that it
ias really necessary that that instrument
Yelf should have been couched in the
torm of a legal instrument but even up |
° the time the Manitoba government re-
®lved that remedial order, there was |
Do reason why they should have refused to.
tin conciliatory manner, simply because

® Instrument was couched in mandatory |
*ms, Tt is within the recollection of hon.
8entlemey that long, long before, even before !
® decision of the Privy Council was!
Ndered gt all, that the government of.
“Dada had, in the most conciliatory !
A0ner possible, addressed themselves to the
“Bislature and government of Manitoba, in |
Er to prevail upon them to do someth'ng:

R femedy the wrongs of which the Roman
pl& tholic minority in that province com-,
8 %ned. Tt is also true that, in that de-!
vs’;}eh from the government of Canada |
%o vlch referred the remedial order to the
ernment of Manitoba, there was the|
Me kind and conciliatory and moderate |
th;’:eSSion with regard to this question and I
» even if there should be any force or

o In the allegation which we so often
th:“a that the remedial order was too harsh,
. ° 80vernment of Canada has, since that
thme’ Made it as clear as could possibly be,
4 they did not want to deal harshly with

© Province of Manitoba ; on the contrary,
Bhgi I‘Vel‘e deeply anxious that this question
d met in a spirit of conciliation, it

;the course they are pursuing;

t

might be even in the spirit of compromise,
so that it might not be necessary for the
parliament of Canada to pass any law bear-
ing on the question of Manitoba schools.
Whatever the present generation will say,
history will record that the govern-
ment of Canada proceeded in this matter
from the very first with the greatest pru-
dence and forbearance, and that after the
long years that have passed, if there is any
trouble or difficulty to come out of this
question the fault lies at the door of the
government of Manitoba, and tho:e who are
encouraging the government of Manitoba in
and it
lie at the door of

does not

. the federal government of Canada. It has

also been alleged that the facts of this
dispute have never heen ascertained at all.
That is the ground work and the basis of the
policy that it is said the Hon. Mr. Laurier
is propounding, and a reason for an investi-
gation and inquiry. We huve often heard
that gentleman and his friends ridicule the
government because they issued commissions.
They said : “ You are governing the country
by commission,” and they thought it was a
subject of amusement. But here now, after
five or six years of investigation, after the
matter has gone through all the different
phases, from one court to another, from one
tribunal to another, after it has been con-
sidered in parliament one year after
another for six long years, we hear them
saying : “ We are going to issue a commis-
sion.”. Well, it would be introducing
government by commission in all its
fullness, if any such course were pursued.
But is it correct to .say that the
facts have not been ascertained? Is it not
true that when the first case went
through the Manitoba courts all the parties
appeared that had any information to give,
that aflidavits were submitted, that public
documents were produced, that every kind
of evidence that could be possibly be elicited
on the question was put before the court
first hearing the case ¥ An appeal was made.
I suppose if is cuspoma:ry in matters
of appeal to send all this evidence right for-
ward to the court of final appeal ; but it is
true that the facts were ascertained, and it
is utter nonsense for any man in Canada to
say that the facts of this case are not under-
stood. They are understood and .well un-
derstood, and the time has come for settling
this question, and settling it fairly and justly
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according to the constitution of the country.
My hon. friend, the senior member for Hali-
fax, thought he would get in a shot at the
government in connection with the Mercier
regime in the province of Quebec by
charging my hon. friend, the leader of the
government with having invited one of the
Mercier gang to the government since the
last meeting of parli .ment—1I refer to the
Hon. Mr. Pelletier, the provincial secretary
of Quebec. I have taken the pains to look
into this matter, and I find, to my surprise,
that that gentleman never was a member of
the Merc'er administration. I find
that he was a Conservative and
Nationalist, and joined with Mr. Mercier
in the first year of his administration, sup-
porting that government for a little while,
that he gradually separated from it, and
that he was in no way whatever connected
with that adminstration at the time of the

Baie des Chaleurs transaction. Therefore
my hon. friend 1is entirely wrong in
trying to connect my hon. friend,

even in this very remote degree, with
not feeling as strongly against the Mercier
gang as he profeszed to from the fuct of his
having invited this gentleman to take a seat
in his Cabinet. My hon. friend who raised
this point must have been disturbed in his
sleep, to some extent, by the company
with whom he finds himself surrounded.
Why is it that this question has been brought
up, simply because Mr. Pelletier had been
invited to take a seat in the Cabinet{ Why
is he so sensitive about it? Is it because
he does not enjoy the political company in
which he finds himself placed, with men
who are steeped in the Mercier transactions
and many other transactions of similar char-
acter. 1 think it must be that my hon.
friend is not comfortable in the position in
which he finds himself, with his leader, in
the words of the late maycr of Montreal,
associated with such a bad element as these
people who are surrounding and who appear
to control his actions in political life. When
we find such a good man, as the ex-mayor of
Montreal, deploring in the bitterness of his
soul such company as his leader was sur-
rounded by, and when we find a liberal paper
in Montreal, the Witness, joining with the
mayor in such complaints, and when my hon.
friend brings this up, we conclude that he is
not much more comfortable than they are. In
concluding my observations, I will say that I
feel that this honourable Houseon both sides,

supporters of my hon. friend the premier as
well as gentlemen who may not sympathize
with the administration, will join with me
in congratulating my hon. friend on the re-
sult of the late rather unfortunate crisis—it
was an unfortunate crisis I admit—but of
the results we have not much to be ashamed.
We find my hon. friend has been able to
assert his 1ight to govern by calling into
his cabinet a gentleman who has so long oc-
cupied a seat in this House, and whom we
all respect so highly, the Minister of Militia
and Defence, and he has strengthened his
government in a effective way by calling in
Sir Charles Tupper, Bart., whose services
will be invaluable to the country, and who
will be a great help to my hon. friend the
leader of the government in the good govern:
ment of Canada.

The motion was agreed to.

THE STANDING COMMITTEES.
MOTION.

Hon. MACKENZIE BOWELL

moved :

Sir

That, pursuant to rule 79, the following Sena-
tors be appointed a Committee of Selection to
nominate the Senators to serve on the several
Standing Committees, namely :—The Honourable
Messieurs Allan, Bernier, Desjardins, Lougheed,
McClelan, Miller, Power, Scott, and the mover ;
and to report with all convenient speed the names
of the Senators so nominated.

Hon. Mr. MCcINNES (B.C.)—Before
that motion is pu* 1 desire to call the at-
tention of the Premier to what I must
believe is a slip, and a very serious one. A
name has been ommitted from that commit-
tee which was always prominently on the
list since the committee was formed some
three years ago. In looking over the list
you will find that every province and even
the North-west is represented on the com-
mittee. Heretofore my colleague has been
a member of that committee, and British
Columbia is the only province not represent-
ed in the list of names mentioned here.
think that it must have been the result of
an oversight on the part of the leader of the
House and the government. I tind, on
analysing the composition of the committee,
that there are three from Ontario, one from
Quebec, one from Manitoba, two from Nova
Scotia, one from New Brunswick, and one
from the Territories— nine in all.
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Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE —None
rom Prince Edward Island.

. Hon. Mr. McINNES—I would suggest

hat the name of my hon. colleague be added,
8nd if the committee is limited to nine, I
Would propose that his name be substituted
Or one of the others.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
assure the House there was nothing inten-
onal in changing it. Until the hon.
ghtleman called my attention to it, I was
D0t aware of the fact that the name had

n left off; the only change that I made
¥as to put the name of Mr. Desjardins on

e list, he being a member of the govern-
Ment, in plac: of Mr. Angers. I have not

© slightest objection to Mr. Macdonald

5 se""mg ; on the contrary, I should like to see
%0 old experienced member like the hon.
gentleman on the committee. Of course the
Dumber is limited to nine. We can strike
Ut one and substitute Mr. Macdonald’s
Dame, T suppose.

boJon. Mr. ALLAN—T think it would be
tﬁttel‘ not to do that, because it appears
8 3t as far as possible, gentlemen on both
'des of the House from different provinces
ave been selected, and I think Ontario
Would be strong enough with two represent-
?itlves; so if the hon. gentleman will with-
"W my name, there will be no difficulty

%d Optario will then have two repre-
Sentatives,

b Hon, Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
m‘“’e acted on the suggestion of the hon.
elber from York.

prdon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—The
m.elnler will remember that when the com-
Ittee has been striking the other commit-
es for the last two sessions they found
8reat trouble in discharging its duty, and I
in:,nk the rules should be changed so as to
el‘ea.se the number on each cowmittee.

Veral members were on two committees
-4 16 was found very awkward.

4o on. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
pl R0t think the difficulty was in finding
moces for all the Senators of the House.
We: ifficulty was that so many members
thre on more than one committee, some on

@ and some onfour, and none of them

had any desire to be removed. If in strik-
ing the committees we lay down the princi-
ple that no Senator should be on more than
a certain number of committees, we would
have no difficulty. We have now a num-
ber of new senators and we must make
places for them and keep within the rules,
and therefore we shall be obliged to strike
off some of the old names, and substitute
the names of new members. I think we
can meet the difliculty in that way, if we
exercise forbearance, and relieve some of the
members of the trouble of attending so
many committees. That can be discussed
in committee. The motion was agreed to.

The Senate then adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Monday, January 20th, 1896.

Tar SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR OF
THE NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES.

INQUIRY.
+Hon. Mr. PERLEY rose to—

Ask the government if His Honour the Lieu-
tenant Governor of the North-west Territories is
an officer of the government, and if so, has the
government granted him permission to live in the
city of Ottawa while serving in such capacity ; also,
if he is here now on leave of absence, and if so, for
how long? Orif there is an administrator of the
office during his absence; and if so, does cuch ad-
ministrator get pay, and who pays him ?

He said: Before asking the questionsI wish
to state in the most distinct and emphatic
manner—and I am induced to do so from
some remarks that I have heard since placing
this motion on the paper—that I am not in
any way actuated by hostile feeling towards
Lieutenant Governor Mackintosh in making
thisinquiry. Iama friend of his and always
have been, and I merely ask these questions
in the intevest of the people whose represen-
tative I am in parliament. I have noremarks
to make at present; if I should have any
comment to make it will depend en-
tirely upon the answers I receive from the
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government. If they should be unsatisfac-
tory then I shall claim the indulgence of
this hon. House to make some observations
in connection with the subject.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
The Lieutenant-Governor of the North-west
Territories is an officer of the government.
The ministry, desiring to avail themselves of
Mr. Mackintosh’s advice in the framing of
the estimates for the North-west Territories
and other matters pertaining to the govern-
ment of the North-west Territories, granted
that gentleman one month’s leave of absence
from the 20th December, 1895, for that pur-
pose. Heresides at the Capital for the above
pnamed period, as a matter of course with
the consent of the government. It has not
been considered necessary to appoint an
administrator.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY--TI am quite satisfied
for the present with the answers. I shall
have another question to ask later on.

The Senate then adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, January 21st, 1896.

Tae SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

SCHOOL ORDINANCE, NORTH-WEST
TERRITORIES.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY rose to ask the Gov-
ernment i —

1. Are they aware that His Honour the Lieu-
tenant Governor of the North-west Territories
refused to give his assent to the School Ordinance
passed by the North-west Assembly at its last
session ?

9. Was he acting on their advice in not assent-
ing to the School Ordinauce ?

3. Is it possible for the Government, by Order
in Council, or otherwise, to have sqch Ordinance
put in force, and if so, will they do it?

He said : Any remarks that T may have to
offer with regard to these questions will

largely depend upon the answers that I may
receive.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
have the honour to state in reply to the
questions put by the hon. member from
Assiniboia, to the first question, Yes; to
the second. No, but I think it better that I
should read the report of the Minister of
Justice which will give the best answer to
the third question, which answer I may add
was approved by the Privy Council on the’
3rd day of January, 1896. The report of
the Minister of Justice reads as follows :—

Otrawa, December 20, 1896.

To His Excellency :
The Governor General in Council.

The undersigned has had under consideration &
bill passed by the legislative assembly of the North-
west Territories at its last session, 1893, received by,
the Secretary of State for Canada on the 29th day
of QOctober, 1895, intituled : ‘“ An Ordinance to0
amend and consolidate as amended the Ordinance
respecting Schools,” which bill was reserved by
His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor for the assent
of Your Excellency. )

The Lieutenant (Governor’s report merely states
that the passing of the bill by the Assembly took
place ou the last day of the session, almost imme-
diately before the prorogation of the legislature
and as he consequently had no opportunity of ex-
amining its provision he reserved his assent there-
to.

The bill, as its title indicates, is intended to con-
solidate and amend the various ordinances respect-
ing the schools of the territories. It relates entirely
to the subject of education, and it was intended to
go into effect on the first day of January, 1896.

By section 14 of the North-west Territories Act
it is provided in effect as follows :

“The Lieutenant-Governor, by and with the ad-
viceand consent of the Legislative Assembly of the
North-west Territories, shall pass all necessar;
ordinances in respect to education; but it sha
therein always be provided, that a majority of the
ratepayers of any district or portion of the terri-
tories or of any less portion or subdivision thereo
by whatever name the same is known, may estab:
lish such schools therein as they think fit and
make the necessary assessment and collection of
rates therefor ; and also that the minority of the
ratepayers therein, whether Protestant or Roman
Catholic, may establish separate schools therein,
and in such case, the ratepayers establishing such
Protestant or Roman Catholic separate schools
shall be liable only to assessment o}) such rates a8
they impose upon themselves in respect thereof.

2. “‘The power to pass ordinances, conferred upo?
the Lieutenant Governor by this section, is hereb,
declared to have been vested in him on the 7t
day of May, one thousand eight hundred and
eighty.”

The bill reserved appears to contain the provi-
sions with regard tothe establishment of schools by
the majority of the ratepayers, the establishmen®
of separate schools and the liability to assessment
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therefor which are required by the section quoted |

88 a condition to the validity of the legislation.

It will be observed that the Lieutenant-Giovernor
a8 stated no question for consideration with

regard to the constitutionality of the measure, and

No representations have been made to Your Excel-
ency from any other quarter that the Assembly
as, by its enactment exceeded its authority.

Under the instructions which were issued to the
Lieutenant-Governor he is required to take care
th&t all laws assented to by him or reserved for the
Signification of Your Exceﬁency’s pleasure thereon
Shall, when transmitted by him, be fairly abstracted
In the margin and be accompanied in such cases
+ 8 may seem to him necessary with such explan-
atory ohservations as may be required to exhibit
the reasons and occasions for proposing such laws,
Otherwise the Lieatenant-Governor has no instruc-
tions in any way effecting this Bill. It would
Seem, therefor, to have been intended that a
Measure of this character should depend for its
effect upon the exercise of that authority which

Y the North-west Territories Act has been com.
Mitted to the Lientenant-Governor and Assembly
of the Territories, and that the case is not one in
Which Your Excellency should be called upon to
8ive effect to the legislation.

he undersigned is of opinion that the Lieutenant-
vernor ought not to reserve the bill for Your

xcellency’s assent. .

For the reasons- stated the undersigned recom-
Mends that the Lieutenant-Governor be informed
that Your Excellency does not propose to signify
Your pleasure with respect to the reserved billor to

e any action apon it. It will be for the Legis-
ative Assembly of the Territories, if it so desires,
Y reconsider the bill and re-enact or reject it in
1ts discretion. If the bill be re-enacted and
assented to by the Lieutenant-Governor the author:
1ty is vested in Your Excellency to disallow the
ordinance at any time within a year from its receipt

Y the Secretary of State, and the question as to
Whether the power of disallowance should be
€xercised could then be properly considered.

he undersigned further recommends, that a
Copy of this report, if approved, be transmitted to
s Honour the Lieutenant-Governor for his
Information.

Respectfully submitted,

CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER,
Minister of Justice.

I have taken the somewhat unusual course
of reading a report, which was adopted by
ouncil, in order that hon. gentlemen
and the House and the country may be fully
8ware of the reasons which induced the
overnment not to interfere in any way with
the bill, either by allowing or by disallowing
1t. T may also'add that this has |een the
Course pursued by the preceding govern-
Jent. If my recollection serves me right,
8 case. from Prince Edward Island was
treated in precisely the same manner I
Dow that a bill, passed by the local legis-

ature of Ontario, was similarly treated, leav-

ing the local legislatures to deal with such
questions as they deemed best in the interest
of the territory or 5f the province, as the case
may be.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—I am very much
pleased with the answer that I have received
from the hon. First, Minister. It will place
the Government in a very much better posi-
tion in the North-west Territories than they
occupy at the present time with respect to
this measure, because, I may say, they are
blamed by the great majority of people in
that country for the extraordinary course
which the Lieutenant-Governor took, and
which appears now so entirely unjustifiable,
in withholding his assent from that bill. It
was generally believed that he was inspired
by the federal authorities to act as he did,
and I am pleased to know that the Govern-
ment are not guilty of that with which they
have been charged, and that the fault rests
entirely with the Lieutenant-Governor him-
self. Before proceeding further, I should
like to ask the First Minister a question.
It may be out of the ordinary course of
things, but if it is one which he can answer,
T do not think T am violating any rule of
parliamentary etiquette in making the in-
quiry. I would ask the hon. gentleman if
the Lieutenant-Governor of the North-west
Territories has given to the Government here
a statement of the accounts still remaining
unpaid in connection with the North-west
Territories exhibition? I have another
question to follow, if they see fit to answer
the one that T have put.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Has the hon. gentleman given notice of that
question {

Hon. Mr. PERLEY —No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
am not in a position to state positively. My
impression is that there is no statement of
that character, but if the hon. member will
allow the question to stand until to-morrow
[ will try and get full particulars.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY 1 have understood
that there is no statement of the balances
due to the different parties who helped to
build and construct, and took part in the
North-West Territories exhibition, and that
there is a considerable amount of money still
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due to those persons. I also understand
that there is no recommendation thus far
made by the Lieutenant-Governor that those
bills be paid, or rather that any sum has yet
been placed in the estimates to meet the
balances still due to the different parties for
the part that they took in carrying out the
North-West Territories. Exhibition. Ilearn-
ed from the Premier yesterday that the term
for which His Excellency was to remain here
has now elapsed, and therefore if nothing
has yet been done in the way of securing an
amount to be placed in the estimates to meet
those expenses, the mission of the Lieutenant-
Governor to Ottawa has been, to my mind,
largely a failure. I was well pleased
with a portion of the answer given
yesterday—I was pleased to learn that
the Lieutenant-Governor is an officer of
fhe Dominion Government, because the
tederal authorities appointed him as an
officer to hold the territorial fair and
the Dominion Parliament granted $25,000
for that purpose, which sum was placed in his
hands. I am pleased to know that he is an
officer of the Dominion Government, because
the balance still unpaid in connection with
that fair will be paid, inasmuch as the debts
were contracted by one of their officers. I
took some exception—not from any personal
hostility to the Lieutenant-Governor—to Mr.
Mackintosh having been charged with so
large an expenditure of the public money
and with so very important a task as that of
holding the territorial exhibition. However,
my advice to the then Prime Minister was
not listened to and the Lieutenant-Governor
was appointed to hold the fair last year. As
I have said, Parliament voted $25,000 in aid
of the enterprise. In addition to that, the
city of Regina granted $10,000, which is a
direct charge upon the corporation of that
town, and is proportionately a larger tax
per capita than $1,000,000 would be on the
city of Montreal or the city of Toronto.
You can understand, therefore, the very large
interest that those people took,and how much
they had at stake in the success of that
exhibition. Next we find a grant of $5,000
made by the North-west Territories Assembly.
This sum was taken out of the bare pittance
which is supplied to them. They have barely
enough to carry on the affairs of that vast
territory. Every dollar of it is absolutely
required to provide schools, roads and
bridges, but so great was the desire of the
North-west Assembly to assist the Lieuten-

ant-Governor in making the fair a success
that they voted the sum of $5,000, making
altogether $40,000 contributed from the
three sources that I have mentioned.
Then, again, it was reasonable to expect
that we would get $5,000 from gate money,
from entrance fees and from the sale of
privileges. After the exhibition was over,
it was found that His Honour the Lieuten-
ant-Governor had contracted debts far
Leyond this amount and far beyond any
possible means of paying them. I say that
was very wrong; it was most injudicious
—1I was going to say a dishonest act, but
that would be too severe a term—for a man
occupying the high and important position of
Lieutenant-Governor to contract debts that
he had no possible means in sight to pay. It
was imposing on the credulity of the people
who had done the work and performed the
services for which these debts were con-
tracted. Nevertheless, he did so, and at the
last session of the Assembly, at which the
Ordinance to which I have referred was
framed, they voted another $5,000 to help
to pay the bills. If they had not done so,
it is difficult to say what the result would
have been to many a poor man in the coun-
try. This last grant makes $50,000 alto-
gether contributed out of the hard taxes of
the people and out of the revenue of the
country towards that exhibition, and still
there is a large amount due. I have
in my desk now an account of $600 from
one poor man who had advanced material
and labour towards the exhibition, for
which he had not received pay, though he
justly expected to be paid the day after the
work was done. It is rather a reflection on
the Lieutenant-Governor that he has been
here thirty days and we are yet unable to
say that he has laid a statement before the
Government, or had provision made in the
estimates for the payment of the money due
in connection with the exhibition. There
is another point that I wish to make; the
Lieutenant-Governor is not a representative
of the people in the North-west Territories.
He is a representative of the Federal Gov-
ernment. The people have no control over
him. Heis not responsible to them in the
least, so far as I know or can judge: he is
responsible only to the Government at
Ottawa, and in that particular he has failed
in a very grievous matter. I find, by the
answer that I received to my inquiry yester-
day, that the Lieutenant-Governor has been



[JANUARY 21, 1896] 97

—— P I
T e e e

— t

here to advise the Government on the ; that session of the Assembly we memorialized
finances of the North-west Territories and | the Dominion Government and I, with two
Other matters pertaining to the best ! other delegates, came here to present that
Interests of that part of the Dom- memorial to the Government asking that the
Mmion, T am a pioneer in the Can- territories be granted representation in the
adian North-west. I went there in 1882 | Federal Parliament. Tam happy to say that
and I may say I went there with great mis- the concession was granted to us and we
8lvings as to whether I should be able for a | elected four members to the House of Com-
long time to educate my boys there. I felt | mons and two senators were appointed. We
that it would be very ditficult to find the | thought that we should no longer be subject
Ieans of educating them in that unsettled | to one-man power, and that the people should
, Country. At first we had no schools, but  have representation in Parliament and a
three or four of us appointed ourselves trus- i voice in the affairs of the country. In 1894
tees, hired a private teacher and paid him out | there was a great drought in a portion of the
of our own pockets to teach our children. The | North-west Territories, and our crop was a
law existing in that country at that time was : partial failure. Aid was required beyond
that there must be an average attendance of | the means of the local authorities to furnish
fteen to constitute a public school and the it, and the government of the North-west
Parents of the children attending the school | Territories made application to a member of
Must pay the salary of the teacher. Then:the Dominion Government to furnish the
the teacher should make oath that he had inecessary assistance. I am told by the
Teceived it all, and after a certain time one- | Minister of the Interior that the sum of
half of the money would be refunded. That ; twenty-five thousand dollars which, I think,
Was the law under which the first school | was quite adequate, was promised for that
Was established and I was a trustee of that; purpose, and if they would go on and spend
School. In 1885 I had the honour of being it out of moneys which they had, it would be
elected a, member of the North-west Council. | recouped to them. The Lieutenant Gover-
e then framed an ordinance under which | nor and the Premier of the North-west Ter-
the Lieutenant-Governor, who was then  ritories came to Ottawa last session and
e  Hon. Mr. Dewdney, gave the remained here, I think, about ten weeks.
Money to representatives of the people to! During that time they never conferred with
® expended. T held that the system was one of us representing the North-west Terri-
Tight, although people all over the country toriesin this Parliament. I am not sensitive
Complained of the one-man power: they|on that point, because T think that my first
“lought, that no one man should control the ' duty is to serve the people who send me here.
Dances of the country but that the people T met the Prime Minister, so-called—the
Should havea say init. I admit that the peo- head of the government in our country, we
Ple were, perhaps, rather impatient to have call him Premier, the Hon. Mr. Haultain-—
Self-government while the population was so and said, “Now, Mr. Haultain, you know
Sparse, but still that was the opinion all over ' what you want here, how much money you
at country that we should have self-govern- ; vequire ; if T can be of any service to
nt. T may say, for the credit of Mr. you, let me know and I will give you
Derney, that when I was elected a mem-all the assistance in my power.” He
ber of the North-west Council in 1885 the ! thanked me very kindly, but never asked
Money that had been granted by the Federal ime for my assistance in any manner
arliament for the purpose of education and | whatever, and I am informed by the mem-
o the construction of roads and bridges | bers of the House of Commons, that they
And  for other purposes in that country,: were treated in the same manner. The
a8 expended through the advice of local | Lieutenant-Governor and Mr. Haultain
®mbers, Two committees were appointed, | failed to carry out what they came here for
Ohe,oﬂmunicipalmattersandanotheronschool ' _that is, to get money to aid the settlers,
of Inances. T had the honour to be 2 member {and when Mr. Haultain was afterwards
w the school ordinance committee. When | accused by his colleagues in the Assembly,
tie organized we had $30,000 for educa-|last October, of not having accqmpllshed the
Onal purposes. He said “you make laws | object of his mission, he explained that he
provlding for education and I will give had failed to get money because the repre-
Jou ;he money,” and he did so. During|sentativesof the North-west Territories were
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no good-——that they had nothing to say on'the statement on the floor of the House,
the measures going through Parliament. and it is published through the country,
The organs of the North-west Government ' that the representatives of the North-west
care out the next week and accused us, in Territories in the Dominion Parliament are
the same manner, of having failed to look i no good, I have no option but to speak. If
after the intere<ts of the country. Now, I we are only fit to go and look after the inter-
say that was unfair, in view of the fact that ests of individual constituents in the depart-
the Premier and the Lieutenant-Governor  ments—if we have no more important
had failed to consult us when they were, function to perform, we can be of very little
here. Notwithstanding the fact that we service here. 1 come back to the question
have four capable men representing the before the House ; as I have already stated,
North-west Territorics in the House of the North-west Assembly is composed
Commous, to say nothing of the Senators, of twenty-nine members, and, so far
they have not been, up to the present day, as I know, these men are selected
consulted with reference to the finances ofiwith great care by the districts which
the North-west. Mr. Haultain has with they represent. We are more particular
him in the North-west Assembly twenty- in that respect than the older provinces
nine members, representing local electoral are. Here a man is selected from business
districts. The e men come there with a full | connections or other circumstances which
knowledge of the condition of the localities | may not guarantee his ability ; but in the
in which they live, and they are in a'North-west a man is selected because he
position to state the needs of those;possesses ability for the position. Those
they represent. Therefore, the Premier: men, living away from railroads and from
of the North-west Territories is naturally | the centres of population, take the keenest
in a better position than any one interestin the education of their children.
else to understand the needs of the country. ' They sent representatives to Regina to frame
The Lieutenant-Governor occupies a different ' an ordinance necessary to provide for the
position ; he is not brought into contact|proper education for their children, and the
with the representatives of the couutry as: fact that the ordinance was only passed on
the Premicris. Therefore, I hold the Prime  the last day of the session proves the great
Minister should make out a statement and, | care which was taken in framing it. Tt was
great man though he is, should consult the : prepared underthe supervision of the Superin-
representatives of the people from the|tendent of Education, and was framed with
Noith-west showing what he wants and 'a due regard to working out the educational
why he wants it, and when he comes down , problem in that country. On the last day
here to Ottawa let him, even though it should | of the session an irresponsible man puts
humiliatehim to descend to such a level, show | his veto on that law and deprives the people
the representatives of the North west Terri-: of a chance of educating their children. I
tories in this Parliament what he wants and | am glad to see that the answer which the
why he wants to get it, and then we would | Premier has given throws the whole respon-
be able to work in harmony and go to the}sibi]ity on the Lieutenant-Governor, who
government and obtain what is required for j exceeded the limits of his duty and inflicted
our constituents. We are therepresentatives  an injury to the people of the North-west
of the people of the North-west Territories, | Territories in withholding his assent to that
and athough I am not a very proud or!ord nance. I do not wish to reflect too

haughty man, I stand on my dignity when a
man who is in no way responsible to the
people of the North-west is consulte | and we
are not. No questivn is asked of us, but:
the Lieutenant-Governor, an irresponsible
man who hias never shown any personal
ability, is brought to Ottawa and his judg-
ment taken in preference to that of men
who live in the North-west and have for-
gotten wnore about it than Mr. Mackintosh
ever learned. I feel rather sensitive in
taking thisstand, but whenthe Premiermakes

harshly upon the Lieutenant-Governor, but
I want to put myself and my colleagues
from the North-west fairly on record—we
are not responsible for what has been done.
We have never shrunk from perforining our
duty ; we are always ready to serve on com-
mittees and give the Government the best
advice we can tending to the development
and advancement of that great country, but
so long as we are over-ruled by one man
who i3 not responsible to the people of the
North-west—so long as the will of twenty-
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Dine representative men who have an in-
terest in the education of their children can

e thwarted by a man who knows little or
uothing about the needs of the people, I say
the system is wrony and the sooner it is
changed the better.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
ave very little to say in reference to the
Statement made by the hon. gentleman. I
ave some cause, however, to complain of
b e speech which he has made in dealing
. With f.cts and circumstances which are not
fore the House, and of which no notice
9ad been given, to enable us to procure the
Information to which, under the circum-
Stances, the House and the country are
entitled. The subject which the hon.
8entleman has discussed is so wide and so
varied in its character that it would require
Wuch inore time for proper consideration
than T have at the present moment to bestow
Upon it. If the hon. genileman had put
another question to me in reference to the
Parties whom the government consults be-
fore coming to a decision as to the amount
of money to be placed in the estimates for
the North-west Territories, I could have
told him that the Premier of the North-west,
whom he has referred and who represents,
way safely say, one of the most intelligent
Podies of men considering their number that
1 has ever been my pleasure to meet for
Many years, is to be here to-night or to-morrow
consult with the Ministers, more particu-
arly the one representing that portion of
the country, on the very question which the
on. gentleman has with a good deal of
®arnestness and clearness, brought before us
‘d?ly- If it is any advantage for the hon.
Member to know, I can tell him that every
Year the Premier of the North-west Terri-
tories, through his treasurer, sends a state-
Ment of the requirements of the North-west
Bovernment, and I may also add, so far as
My experience goes, there has scarcely ever
been 5 gtatement presented to the
ROvernment that they have not found
hecessary to cut down very largely.

© recognize the importance of that portion
f the Dominion and the necessity of ex-
vending to it, as far as the public revenues will
Justify the greatest liberality that can be
®xercised ; but it is well, while we are dis-
tributing the public money that we should
very careful to guard the interests of
e""".7’78&:1'&011 and not overburden one part
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of the country in order to give to another.
section. That is all I have to say to-day
with reference to the subject of consulting
officia's from the North-west Territories,
further than this—that the Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor for the time being of the North-west
Territories is the direct representative of the
Dominion Government in that section of the
country, and it is to him and through him
tuat they should seek information, as well
as from the legislature. In other words,
the constitutional mode of dealing with a
question of this kind, is for the Premier and
Legislature of each province to send their
representations through the Lieutenant-
Governor for the time being, because it is with
him alone that we can properly deal in mat-
ters of the kind to which the hon. gentleman
has referred. As tothepoint raised by my hon.
friend, with reference to consultation with
senators, that is something which I think is
usually done as a matter of courtesy. Con-
stitutinally it certainly does not devolve
upon the Lieutenant Governor or those who
have the particular charge of arranging the
distribution of money in territories like those
of the North west Territories to consult every
one, or even any one, of therepresentatives un-
less they think proper todo so, but I readilyad-
mitthegreatadvantagesthatalwaysarisefrom
consultations of that kind, because by that
means you receive information and sugges-
tions and hints that would not otherwise
come properly from either the Premier or
the Lieutenant-Governor. Hence I am sur-
prised to hear, for the first time, that the
representatives of the different portions of
the Dominion have not been consulted upon
important matters affecting their provinces.
I was struck with the remarks which the
hon. gentleman made in reference to the
territorial fair. I am not so sure that he
is strictly correct, nor am I prepared to
admit as a principle that the government is
bound, either in honour or in equity, and
certainly not legally, to meet the debts
which may be incurred by one of its officers,
no matter for what purpose, providing those
debts are incurred on his own responsibility
and without the consent or approval of those
who appointed him. All that we had to do
with this affair is embodied in the item
which granted the sum in aid of the exhibi-
tion. It wasnotconducted by the Dominion
Government, The Dominion Government
had nothing whatever to do with it—the

simply placed in the estimates for 1894 an



100

item which reads as follows: ¢ Contribu-
tions towards the North-west Territories
Fair.”

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—Who authorized
him to hold the exhibition ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
suppose it must have been the Assembly of

the North-west Territories, or the people of |

the North-west—I speak subject to correc-
tion. The facts are not before us, and that
is why I complain that the hon. gentleman
has introduced this subject without giving
notice, in order that I could supply my-
self with the facts. Application was made
for an appropriation to assist in holding the
fair in the North-west Territories, and the
Government acquiesced in the request and
placed in the estimates the sum of $25,000.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—By whom
was the request made ?

Houn. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
think by the legislature, or the Lieutenant-
Governor. That is one of the points that I
am not prepared to answer.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY —I did for one, and
so did Mr. Davin and others.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—We
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, that they only receive a certain amount of
I money to carry on the affairs of the country
and if, through mismanagement by a
. Dominion official, debts are incurred, their
I equitable claim would be greater. If the loss
"was through the directors or those who
! generally manage such exhibitions, then the
question would arise whether there is any
responsibility legally or otherwise. That is
a point which has not yet been brought under
the notice of the government, and therefore,
they have come to no decision upon the sub-
ject. My hon. friend beside me (Mr. Fer-
guson) who was acting Minister of Agricul-
ture when the subject came before that de-
partment, informs me that there are letters
in  the department with reference
to the deficit which resulted from
the holding of the fair. Whether there is
astatement showing what the deficit consists
| of, neither he nor myself is in a position to
I}s.mte ; but if my hon. friend will place a
‘notice on the papers asking for the infor-
‘mation, I shall be very glad to bring it before
;the House.
i
' Hon. Mr. PERLEY—TI had a notice pre-
“paved, but saw that notice had been given
rin the other House, and I did not put it on
| our paper for that reason.
|

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—A
 moment’s reflection would have suggested tb

had precisely a similar case with respect to a | the hon. gentleman the propriety of not dis-
fair lately held at Sherbrooke, in the province | cussing the subject until the papers were
of Quebec. We contributed $10,000 towards | brought down, so that we could have used
holding a cheeseand butterfair at Sherbrooke, | them in this House though not submitted
but we never took any responsibility beyond | here. The course of the government has
that. The money was handed over to the|been not only consistent, but fair in all
parties interested, who had the manage- ! matters affecting the North-west Territories.
ment of it, and beyond that we knew nothing : Let me say one thing for the Lieutenant-
of it. Whether they were in debt or notafter i Governor in reference to this ordinance :

the fair, I cannot say, but even if they were,
they never applied to the Dominion Govern-
ment for any money to help them to pay
their debts. There may be some difference
with respect to the North-west Territories—
that they are not governed in the same way
as the provinces are—this is, that being
territories their powers are not so wide as
those of the provinces, which are governed
under the system of responsible government,
and therefore there might be an equitable
claim on the part of the North-west Terri-
tories upon the Dominion Government in
order to assist in the liquidation of that debt.
They might base a claim upon the ground,

t T asked His Honour the other day, after the
notice had been placed on the paper by the
hon. gentleman from Assiniboia, why he
had not given his sanction to the ordinance
after it was passed. He had told me him-
self that the people were under the impres-
sion, more particularly since this school
question has been under discussion, that it
was another case of interference on the part
of the Dominion Government with what was
solely and purely a local matter and T wish-
ed to correct the misapprehension. He told
me that the ordinance had only been placed
in his hands within a few minutes of the
time when he was to prorogue the House,
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- |
and that he had not time even to look at its: to the North-west Government, and who

Contents 1o ascertain whether there were:
auy clauses which might be considered as:
Witra vires, or not strictly within the limits :
Of. their power, and that, after consultation
With the Premier, Mr. Haultain, and with
1S consent, he withheld his assent to the
ordinance.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—T am very glad to
lear the explanation.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—

apparently would be responsible to the Domi-
nion Government for all such acts performed
in the territories. I do not purpose entering
into a discussion to-day on this subject, be-
cause my hon. friend from the territories has
indicated that he will put another notice on

- the paper, and I anticipate that the govern-

ment will give us information which is desir-
able, so that there may be a proper ventila-

) tion of the whole subject.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—

I give that explanation to the hou. gentle-! Does not my hon. friend think that he is using
Man and to the House for what it is worth. ! to4 strong a word when he say “ repudia-
th ave no reason to doubt the veracity of i tion?” He should establish the liability

€ L%eutena,nt,-(}overnor, nor do I say heifirst. My hon. friend may claim that I owe
vas right in proroguing the Assembly be-|him, Lut if I refuse to pay him, it is not
Ore he had an opportunity of examining:repudiation until he first establishes that I

€ach bill to which he was asked to give his .
assent. I have furnished the hon. gentle-i
man with all the information that I have in
ny _Possession. If there is anything else to
Which he will call my attention, I shall be
glad to reply. i :

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED T wish to ask’
for information. Do I understand the hon.
8entleman that the Government has
at)5’01l1tely committed  itselt to the
epudiation of the liabilities in excess of the
€Xpropriation made towards the North-west |

AlY, or js the matter still under consider-
ation ¢

-Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
o, I‘ did not say that. 1 stated that the|
duestion had not yet come before us, either |
33 to our liability, equitably or otherwise, |

<L

nd consequently we had come to no de—'.

Clsion,

tl.u"t my  hon.
ated those liabilities, but his remarks led me -

owe him. There must be an obligation
before there can be a repudiation:

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I fancy if there
is no liability it is not necessary to repudiate.

The Senate then adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottaica, Wednesday, January 22vnd, 1896.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock. ’

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE STANDING COMMITTEES.
MOTION.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL pre-

Hon, Mr. LOUGHEED-—I did not sayisented the report of the select committee
friend absolutely repu- |

appointed to nominate Senators to the
select standing committees. He said :—In

Conceive that there might possibly be a re- | allotting the different members of the Senate
“diation of them. What1desire is this, that | to the various committees, we established
+¢ most favourable consideration should be | the principle, in all cases, where it is at all

gv . .. ..
a €0 to this question,inasmuch as it involves

Yery large sum of money which is owing to

¢ 40y deserving individuals in that part of

© country, and they certainly look to the
PMinion “government to pay the liabilities
Pepl: ha}’e befen contracted by an officer
W %eSentuag this government in the North-
St Territories—the one through whom

Comyy,

Unication passes from this government |

practicable, of confining each member to three
separate and distinct committees. We were
induced to take this course from the fact
that the rule limits the number for each
committee and we found that to carry out
the old principle of allotting the older mem-
bers of the Senate to the various committees
—_some to three, some to four, and in some
cases to five—it prevented the placing upon



committees some of the new members and
those who in the past have not attended
very regularly. 1t has been suggested,
since the report was prepared, that some
Senators would prefer being removed from
one committee to another. I informed those

gentlemen that it would be better to sub--

mit the report as it was drafted by the com-
mittee, and during the time that will
elapse between the adjournment and the

re-assembling of the Senate, they will be able
to make the exchanges on the different com-

mittees in accordance with their wishes. 1
deem it advisable to make this explanation
in order that the Senate may understand the

principles on which the committee have'

acted in drafting the report. I move that

the report be taken into consideration on’

the 5th February next.

The motion was agreed to

PILOTAGE IN THE BAY OF FUNDY.
INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. DEVER rose to—

Inquire as to what action the Government intend
taking ou the Report of the GGovernment C'ommis-

sioners, Captain W, H. Smith, R.N.R., and Captain .
Bloomtield Douglas, R.N.R., on the pilotage ques.

tion of the Bay of Fundy, and the Port of St. John,
now that that port is being made the winter port of
Canada, for lines of steamers carrying valuable

cargoes of freight, from that port to the British

Isles, fortnightly *

Hesaid : Hon. gentlemen, the notice which

T bhave on the paper to-iay, I wish to explain, -

is one relating to the pilotage of the Bay of
Fundy, and the winter port at 8t.John. In
both these matters the people of St. John
take a deep interest, as may be seen by the
action of their Board of Trade and ship
owners, of that city. I assume also, hon.
gentlemen, that you are interested in those
undertakings. Because without a well ap-
pointed winter port, the requirements of this
Dominion would be incomplete and you
would be subjected to great inconvenience
in getting the superabundance of your
harvests and other property to the markets
of the world during the winter season.
This now is all changed, and we present
to you a winter port,—not second to
any other—from Halifax to New York.
And to show you, hon. gentlemen, that
I am n't going beyond the bounds of
facts in this statement, with your permis-
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‘sion, I will present to you the written
. declarations of the mo t experienced navi-

|

-gators and pilots who have sailed the Bay
'of Fundy and harbour of St. John, some 30
others, 40 or more years. I wiil show to
“you by them that the waters of those locali-
‘ties are free from ice or any obstruction that
might interfere with the navigation of those
! places at any season of the year. And as
the settlement of this question secures to
vou for all time to come the outlet of the
shipping wealth of Canada, and also likely
'that of the western states of the United
States, through this Dominion. I feel T
have your sympathy in all honest efforts to
show th:ut our port ought to be the winter
port and that the Bay of Fundy is a high-
way as safe for all ships and steamers of any
class, if not safer, than any other on the
coast of North America, at any season of
"the year. My authorities to substantiate
those statements, hon. gentiemen, are from
reports of coramittees and other documents
got up with great care, and presented to the
Board of Trade of St. John, and are as
follows :—

As an evidence of the opinion entertained by
underwriters of the safety of the navigation of the
Bay of Fundy, we are authorized in saying that the
agents in St. John for marine insurance companies
are taking risks from St. John direct to Europe at
_the same rate of premium as from Halifax, Nova
 Seotia, and from Bostou and Portland, thus min-
“imizing the dangers of the Bay, which have been
made such a handle of by parties who are interested
in disparaging the character of our port.

The coust all along from the entrance of the Bay
of Fundy to the harbour of St. John is so thoronghly
protected by fog-whistles, automatic whistling-
buoys aud lighthouses, that it must proceed from
the greatest carelessness or unseaworthiness (unless
in very exceptional cases), that a vessel should go
ashore or even touch bottom. From the entrance
to the Bay of Fundy at Machias Seal Island by way
of the north or west channel, and at Briar Island,
on the south channel, to the harbour of St. John,
vessels (o not lose the sound of one fog-whistle or
automatic buoy until they catch the sound of
another, and the soundings by the lead are s
regular and the anchorage so good, especially ot
the entrance of St. John harbour, that danger is
reduced to a minimum, even in the thickest
weather. Pilots state that they dread more to
eunter Boston or Portland or Halifax harbours dur-
ing a fog than they do St. John, and vessels bound
to New York, Boston and Portland have sometimes
“to lie longer outside those harbours for tide than at
i St. John : and when foggy weather prevails, it is

generally as dense (if not more so) at Portland and
along the coast of the State of Maine as it is in the
Bay of Fundy. In winter, fogs are very rare
They are more frequent in the months of June, July
and August, but seldom continue so thick for days
_in succession as to preclude seeing land in the Bays
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and neither fog nor snow prove a bar to delay to! 4th. That the south channel, opening into the
Stean véssels, the ndvigation of the Bay being so | Bay, is 18 miles in width at the narrowest part,
simple—there being no treacherous shoals or rocks | expanding rapidly to 35 or 40 miles of unobstruct-
In the way from the mouth of the Bay to the Port | ed deep water navigation, which holds good all the
of St. John. We may instance the steamers of the : way up the Bay to the mouth of St. John harbour,
International Steamship Company, which have | where snperior holding ground can be found ; or
plied between St. John and the port of Boston for | giving clear sea room, of say 35 by 50 miles, to a
& period extending over a quarter of a century, : stranger who might not feel confidence to enter our
making three and four trips per week. each way, ' port in a storn,.

for part of the year, and two trips each way, per . 5th. That both the largest war and merchant
Wweek, in winter, carrying an immense number of | ships have visited our harbour, except the ¢ Gireat
Passengers and very large quantities of freight, aud ' Eastern,” and that she could easily have been
Never Jost a single lite in all that time on that cacommodated. ) .
Youte. During the past thirty ycars passenger | 6th. That the port of St. Johu, in so far as navi-
steamers have heen running between St. John and - gation is concerned, is not only *‘ one of the safest’

the western part of Nova Scotia, and during all
that time not one was lost, thus proving that
Neither fog nor snow interfere with steam vessels
In their passage to or from the harbour of St. John,
Where proper care is taken.

IN THFE MATTER OF 1CK.

Your committee may contidently assert that,

there is not a port north of Cape Hatteras so en-
tirely free from ice as St. Johu is.
forms on the St. John River and its tributaries
termiinates at the Narrows. some three miles above
the fulls, which are situated about a mile above St.

John harbour, and is completely debarved from:

€scaping into the harbour by the Narrows, so that

there is no shell or anchor ice in the harbour in;

fall or winter, and in spring the thick heavy ice of

the river is thoroughly rotted before hreaking up .
and coming through the falls, and any remnants of .

any considerable size ave thoroughly pulverized in
Coming over the falls; and as to the formz\'t.um of
Ice within the harhour. it is impoessible, owing to

e great rise and fall of the tide. Again, there is
Never any tield ice in the Bay below this port.
This can’ hardly be said of any other port on the

coast north of Baltimore; in fact there is no port |

horth of Baltimore, including Philadelphia, New

ork, Boston,
not heen frozen over, and had vessels cut out of
the ice in them. exvept Nt. John. Shipmasters
and owners of vessels, therefore, may be fully

assured that no damage can be sustained trom,
Yiver, harbour or bay ice, in navigating the Bay of |

undy, or in the harbour of St. Johu.  Under the

accumulation of evidence which your committee

1ane heen enabled to place hefore the Board, they
feel that they

MAY SAFELY ASSUME

Ist. That the navigation of the Bay of Fundy, |

rom its mouth to St. John, is remarkably simple
and free, whether by the south or west channels;

S0 much so, that pilots prefer making the port of |

Nt John in Lad weather to any other port on the
Coast,

2nd. That the fog or cold vapor never occasions '
telay of steam vessels in summer or winter, and |

:hﬂt there is never the slightest obstruction from
ce,

3vd. That Atlantic steamships need make but
one straight course from their regular track to

’U]l‘tlzm-l and Boston up the Bay of Fundy to St.
John,

Portland and Halifax, that has:

"Dut actually ¢ the safest port.” summer and win-
“ter, all the year round, north of Cape Hattervas.

. APPENDIX No. 13,

(This statement from Capt. Chas. Tavior, Har-
bour Master of St. Johu.)

The St. John Board of Trade.

The ice which

(+ENTLEMEN, —I was about twenty years a pilot in
the Bay of Fundy. I have brought many steam-
"ships up the Bay of Fundy in the summer time ;
not many in the winter, as during the time I was
i pilot steamships did not come regularly from sea-
ward in the winter, with the exception of the
Allan Line. I would have no hesitation, as a
pilot, in bringing any of the largest mail steamers to
the port of St. John all through the year, ssunmer
or winter, but would prefer the winter, the at-
| mosphere, as a rule being more clear then. With
| a stewmer drawing twenty-seven feet of water, the
"harbour of St. John can b eutered about half flood.
i I consider a large ship safe at the railway wharf in
lany weather. 1 consider the corporation pier,
however, a safer wharf; the depth of water at
that wharf is thirty feet at the south end anid
twenty-five feet at the north end, twelve feet from
the pier. 1 consider the anchorage at Partridge
Island, at the mouth of the harbour, excellent.
The channel could be dredged to a sufficient
depth for ships of any draught of water at low
tide. [ consider the John Robertson wharves
well suited for permanent wharves for steamers of
large size, and a very suitable wharf could he
built at Sandy Point, Carleton, by wadding to the

present, there being twenty-seven feet at low

“water spring.” T consider the holding ground in
.the harbour to he very good. The steamer
s Kansas " loaded at the railway pier, about three
years ago, and she drew twenty-seven feet. At
this time there were nine steamers in the harbour
at one time, two of them respectively of 5,276 tons
and 5,146 tons, and the other seven from 1,500
to 3,000 tons each. I consider the navigation of
the Bay of Fundy as easy and as safe as uny place
I know of ; the running coursos are few and
simple, and the very few obstructions are hardly
worth mentioning.

CHARLES 8. TAYLOR,

Harbour Master.

! *This has been done.
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APPENDIX No. 14

This Statement from Richard Cline, one of the St.
John Branch Pilots.)

Sr. Jonx, Tth January, 1887,

The St. Johm Board of Trade,

GENTLEMEN,-—] have heen about thirty-ninc
years & St, John pilot, and have heen in the habit
of taking charge of steam and sailing vessels out-
side of Briar Island, at the mouth of the Bay cf :
Fundy. T have brought many steamers of the.
Auchor Line and others from Halifax, and some
from New York, and 1 have brought many ships
of war, both British and United States, into the
harbour of St. John. 1 was pilot on board H. M.
S, ¢ Northampton © drawing twenty-six feet, from
Halifax here in Aungust, 1878, We harboured at
Liverpool, N. 8., Flagg's Cove, Grand Manu, Bliss |
Harbour, and Digby, and from thence to St. John,
and then back to Halifux. The weather was thick
most of the time. I had no ditficulty. At the time;
of the Trent affair 1 brought several troop ships in :
here, hoarding them in Halifax. T had the ** Jura,”
the *“(Calcutta,” the * Australasian,” the “ Adri-
atic,” 5,535 tons, and many others were here that
winter, brought in by other pilots. Thivty years
ago last summer, I piloted the U. N, steamer
** Mississippi * from  Rastport here: she drew
twenty-two feet; the weather was thick ; there
were no fog alarms in the Bay then, and we got
along well enough, although the weather was thick.
Lalso piloted the American ship ‘* Great Republic.”
the largest merchant sailing ship ever built. We
sailed up the Bay and into this port, and came to
unchor in the harbour without a tug. About three
hours lood would be the time to enter the harbour
with a ship drawing twenty-seven feet, and the
same applies to Boston and Portland, Me. The
navigation of the Bay of Fundy compares most
favourably with other ports and places where 1
have heen. If a ship of deep draught of water
arrives off the harbour and has to wait for the tide,
she can either anchor outside Partridge Island with
safety (the anchorage being excellent) or she can
lay off und on, there being plenty of sea room. 1
would rather approach St. John in bad weather
than any other port along the coast. During
the tinie 1 bave been pilot. I have myself:
brought in two hundred steamships and have
never had an accident with one of themn. The aid
of a tag is mot necessary either in entering or
leaving the port with steamships. The land of the
Bay Shore is high, and one can always see it over .
the vapor occasioned by extreme cold weather. It
can generally be seen also in foggy weather by :
going aloft. The soundings are good from Cape ;
Sable into Nt. John, and one cuul(% come in during
the densest fog by using the lead. The whistles
are good and numerous, but when they cannot be |
heard, a pilot or captain can come up by sound- !
ings, which are very regnlar.  From the usual track
of Atlantic steamers bound to Portland and Boston, !
the navigation of the bay by the south channel is
lain and simple. It is a straight course from

3riar Island to Partridge Island, say sixty miles.
In fact, those steamers, by keeping on their regular
course towards Portland and Boston a few extra
miles west of Cape Sable more than is necessary to
enter the bay can then turn and make cne straight
eourse to Partridge Island, at the mouth of St.

-and the ¢ Old Proprietor, ™ so called.

- the tides are very regular.

“Bay of Fundy.

. duration.
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Johnt harbour, and this without any obstructions

“within twenty miles of the ltne sailed after enter-

ing the bay. The south channel is broad, being
eighteen wiles wide at its narrowest part, which is
at the entrance of the bay, between Briar Island
From this
point inward it immediately widens to thirty-five
or forty wiles, which width it holds good all the
way to St. John without obstruction of any kind.

{ When piloting sailing ships out of the harbour I

never anchored at the island to await a chance on
account of fog. I always went on, thick or clear,

sand would work my ship out south channel, even

beating out all the wayif wind was ahead. I do
not consider the tides dangerous by any meaus, but
one must, of course, have some knowledge of them
when entering the bay. From Briar Island up, the
There is never any ice
in the harbour to interfere with or injure ships.

. There is never any tield ice to contend with in the

bay even in the severest weather. There is about
eighteen feet of water in the main channel east-
ward of Partridge Island at low water spring tides.
This could be easily dredged if desived. Tt woulld
be cut clear hy the tide if the Lrenkwater was ex-
tended to the island ; that would make one of the
most comfortable harbours this side of Europe,

RICHARD CLINE.
APPENDIX No. 14.

(This letter from Namuel Rutherford, pilot for

; the Bay of Fundy and Harbaur of St. John.)

To the Comwittee of the Board of Trade :
GENTLEMEN I have been 34 years a pilot in the

I have been to sea altogether 42

years, and have brought large steamers of heavy

idraught of water into the Harbour of St. John.

Vessels of this class can enter about half flood. I
consider the navigation of the Bay of Fundy quite
safe in the winter time--the weather being then
clear as a rule. 1 do not consider that vapour
renders navigation unsafe, as it is very seldown so
high as to obstruct the view of the land—it only
prevails during northerly winds, and is of short
When coming here from Halifax I have
often taken charge from that port. I have often
brought ships through the chaunel between the

i north-west ledge and the ¢ Old Proprietor,” by the

lead, and have not seen the land. I consider the
holding ground off Partridge Island to be as good
as any known. The bottom in the main channel
on entering this port is gravel and mud, and could

i be dredged for large ships ; the average depth of

water off the custom house. at low water springs
is ten fathoms. I cousider the harbour of St. John
easy of access in any weather, as the courses from
Cape Sable to St. John are few and very simple,
and can be run with ease, ordinary care being
observed in thick weather to keep the lead going.
The soundings being very regular and pronounced,
and the Bay of Fundy being admirably provided
with light houses, fog whistles and antomatic
buoys, makes the chance of loss or dumage very
small indeed. T consider the harbour of St. John
and its approaches compare very favourably with
avy other harbour on this coast as they never
freeze over in winter, which cannot be said of

“any other harbour north of Hatteras.

SAMUEL RUTHERFORD.



[TANUARY 22, 1896] 105

b The nextzand last point, I wish to establish, % into that harbour ; and what is of equal im-
Ob. gentlemen, is to make the winter porta | portance, the facilities which have been
Oh-expensive one for all steamers and ships - offered by the railways, are of such a char-
"quenting it. This we must do in part, so 'acter as to enable them to find full cargoes

YUr merchants say, by changing the present !every tiine that they have left the port.

I&w regarding the pilotage system of the bay. | That is gratifying to the western portion of

¢ t erefore ask the government what action
Gey Intend taking on the Report of the
So‘fernment Commissioners, (Captain W. H.

With, R N.R., and Captain Bloomfield

uglas, R.N.R.,)on the pilotage question of
JO‘; Bay of Fundy, and the Port of St.
~1, now that that port is being made the

Nter port of Canada, for lines of steamers
(fa,r[.y

t . : ;
hag Port to the British Tsles, fortnightly ?

galon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Tn,

Ols Mmatter of the pilotage question at St.
OaH:é to  which the hon. gentleman has
Comp: t‘he attention of the House, two
St ;llssmners were appointed to proceed to
thi.s ohn and take eYltlence under oaph on
ang Important question, und. tbe evidence

the report of the commissioners were

:Qnside!‘ed of sufficient importance to have

M printed, and copies of the report were

Z‘"shffd to the Pilotage Commissioners,

P
th . .
N At the question might be thoroughly under-
:"ide
kn overnment. The hon. gentleman well
aﬂows that it is one of those questions which
ect,

qu"'e§ to he carefully dealt with, and where

, €Cision has been arrived at, that it should '
] Such as to be in the interests of the har-:

:).0;111‘ and the city and the trade generally,
10

ns

Q 8()“
heg
So

which interfere with trade,

"la,ymzny years. I
the add, of the success which has attended
Q&uadtempts to make Nt. John what we in
shoq ® have been desirious to have establi-
n ad_e"e!‘ 'since Confederation, that is, a
of thnlan winter port, in order that the trade
of . Sreat west may find an outlet at one
the li; OWn ports, instead of having to cross
e"ideue to a United States port. The best
bogy e I think, of the safety of the har-
p"ese:;,f St. John is the fact that at the
of the ltlme there are no less than four lxngs
Ratip, argest class of vessels that are navi-
€ ocean, which find safety in going

Ing valuable cargoes of freight, from

lots and th~ Board of Trade, in order

» but the matter of the report and the .
Nice is still under the consideration of

Numerous interests, and therefore re-:

! a8 regards the removal of the restric-
A and |
With the rights of those who have:
engaged in that employment for
I am glad to know, I.

Canada I am sure, and 1 can only hope that
‘as the trade developes, we can show to the
- world that we have the means of exporting
‘our surplus produce without going to the
other side of the line to find a winter port.

TRRIGATION IN THE NORTH-WEST
TERRITORIES.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. PERLEY rose to

Ask the Government if they intend to make
i any provision toward assisting the settlers in the
i North-west Teritories to secure a water supply
. for farm purposes ¥

He said: I shall depart from the ordinary
. procedure in asking this question, inasmuch
1as I would request the Premier not to give
| his answer to-day. I make this request be-
‘eause 1 know the manner in which those
‘answers are generally given. Since I put
this notice on the paper 1 have not had an
opportunity of meeting the hon. gentleman
personally with a view of impressing upon
him the importance of this subject. I hope
the hon. gentleman will, in the interests of
' the North-west Territories, invite the repre-
sentatives from that portion of Canada to
meet him some day before the estimates are
completed and ascertain their views on the
subject of this notice. This is a very serious
and important matter—more important to
-the Nor.h-west Territories than any other
which has been brought to the notice of the
Senate since [ have had the honour to
occupy a seat in this House. We know
that the Government has been endeavouring
in many ways, and at the expenditure of

i
‘large sums of money, to settle the North-
‘west Territories, but it is a well known fact
.that the principal means of encouraging
“immigration into the North-west Territories
‘and keeping the settlers there, is to make
‘those who are settling in the country con-
‘tented and prosperous. Unless that is
!done, and so long as the people who are
'settled in that part of the Dominion are
’surrounded by difficulties with which they
! are unable to cope, you cannot expect popula-
’,tion to flow into the Territories as rapidly
las we would all dexire. The first pro-
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blem to be solved is the procuring of a
sufticient water supply. It is true that at
Calgary there is no scarcity of water. It
comes down from the mountains, and there
is abundance to be had in wells and for pur-
poses of irrigation, but in the central por-
tion of the Territories the settlers find it
very difficult to secure a reasonable water
supply to carry on their business as farmers.
It is a matter of very great importance to the
people of that country, and as I have said,
unless the problem can be solved by the
government, there will be no rapid develop-
ment and settlement in those territories.
The territory of Assiniboia is, in my
opinion, as fine a section of country as can
be found in Canada. The soil is rich and
fertile and capable of producing grain of all
kinds. With the knowledge and experience
that our farmers have gained by twelve years
of practical farming in that country, they
can raise as good crops as can be produced
anywhere. The main difliculty that we
have to contend with is the deficient water
supply. Even with an insutlicient rain
fall, we can produce fair crops. Tt
done by a system of summer fallowing and
tilling which we did not understand when
we first went to the country, but which we
have learned by experience. T have no fear
for the future of the country now, and I
may say that the Canadian North-west
Territories would be as free from summer
frosts and from the ditliculties incidental to
farming as any portion of Canada if we had
only a sufficient water supply. We have
two or three methods of getting water in
that country. We have, running across the

is |
|

a ravine, and in other places the
!farmers of the locality build without
lassistance and are glad to be able

'to procure a supply of water that way-
That dawn will hold enough water for stock
purposes. The farmers can dig a well near
"by, and the water filters into it, and thus
"thev get a supply for household purposes,
‘but back from the ravines the soil is of @
i peculiar character, without any water in it.
!'The soil is so compact that you can dig down
"100 feet in it, with an opening only three by
four feet wide. If you do not strike a sand
or gravel hed in that distance, you will find
‘no water. In the summer of 1882, 2
'neighbour of mine dug a well with an open-
1ing three by four feet and 100 feet in depth.
‘and then he was killed by an explosion ©
' gas in the bottom of the well. That acciden?t
‘has intimidated the people so that they do
not dig to such a depth, but still they fre-
‘quently dig down 50 or 60 feet. We have
/in that country a boring machine, which i8
| rather unsuited for the purpose-—so much so
‘that the people of the North-west call it &
gimlet.  With this machine, they bore down
‘in those dry places, and they may bore to &
depth of 60 feet and stiike a thin stratum Of‘
sand, and next morning find 10 or 15 feet of
water in this little hole, and the man think?
that there is plenty of water there, but it i3
jonly a little soakage which is of no practica
laccount. The settler, having full faith an
;hope in the ultimate success of his efforts
‘digs down 50 or 60 feet, only to fin
!that he has no permanent supply of watel
‘after all. Now it is very important that

this problem should be solved. The poof

country from east to west in the vicinity of ' people of that country cannot possibly affor
Assiniboia, the Qu’Appelle River, and to dig wells here, there and everywherés
w s iver s Cae anv e alr ; ! ATe
it}.l]iiheri so‘gt}} tﬁxe b(tuf"xs Rnett, gind.f)z:or;; i ‘1; mfm)f hzne‘. 1(]’1 e:dgl‘doxie, on thfa }?TIY
! 2S€ rivers we have ravines exten ‘ng ‘dc Cc d,ll(..e O SeCll.l mng v ater, am person& &
into the country. Wherever these ravines acquainted with farmers, who have du§
cross a road allowance, the local authorities down to a depth of 100 feet but who
build dams which hold a certain portion of has been forced to give up the search.
the spring freshet water produced by themelt- ' is quite true that that there are plenty ©
ing of snow end the spring rains. In that farmers who have an adequate supply, b¥
particular, nature has favoured us, because  there are just as many more who have nots
we can build a dam in a very different way jand who are obliged to haul water from on?
from anything of the kind in other parts of ‘to five miles. My next neighbour has drive?
the Dominion. We have ierely to dig his cattle since the Ist October last two a®
away the sides of the ravine and haul the a-half miles to get water, and every day h:
earth to the middle until we form an em- s obliged to descend into a valley 200 fee
bankment a certain height. The earth ;deep in order to veach it. A man wou
packs and holds the water which accumu- almost be in danger, if he were to drive ove
lates above it. As T have said, we build a'his land after dark, of' falling into one ©
dam wherever a road allowance crosses, the half dozen holes which he may have dv
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I the course of his search. I claim that the | case was only temporary, having located a
orth-west Government is in a different|farm elsewhere on which there was a plenti-
Position with regard to this matter from other ' ful supply. We have a number of German
ocal governments. The governments of'settlersin that district, industrious, frugal
Other provinces have not to contend with i men, who know how to work. In their
Such a difficulty, or at least not with one of i vicinity are four lakes or rather holes in the
S0 great an exteut; but in any event they | prairie from 50 to 100 acres in extent, and
ave the power to raise money for the pur- these men are hauling water from these lakes
Pose of making tests, while the North-west!ever since the 1st of October last for the sole
gislative Assembly, which is not a fullsupply of two townships. These men may
ged responsible government, cannot cre- | dig a well here and there as far down as they
ate a debt in order to raise money for such|dare go, but they have not the means to
& purpose. Inasmuch as the immigration|employ adequate machinery and they find
Usiness is a part of the policy of the Do-!themselves obliged to stop work so I
Minion Government, and in view of the fact i think there is no method in which a small
that a considerable portion of the revenue of | sum of this kind could be spent which would
¢ country is contributed by the settlers of | be more beneficial than by providing proper
the North-west, I think it is only just that:and sufficient boring machines which will
the Federal Giovernment shauld tuke into penetrate to the required depth. If a man
®onsideration the advisability of removing cannot get water he has no recourse but to
thig difficulty in the path of further coloni-.leave the land, and I must say that I wonder
“ation, so that when they ask aman to come ' at the staying powers of some of these settlers
to the country they may bo abie to assure: who have held on for four, five and six years
m of a plentiful supply of water. I pro-|in the hope of hitting upon a supply of water
Pose that the government should place a as it were by chance. These men have lived,
Small sym of money in the estimates, say lor rather starved out an existence, in hopes
$20,000, a trivial amount compared to the of being able to succeed, but they have failed
Breat benefiv which would accrue from its as T am aware from my own personal ohser-

®xpenditure. I do not care whether they'
Undertake to manage this vote themselves or
and it over to the North-west Government,
S0 long as proper boring machines are pro-
CUred and satisfactory tests are made. North
Ol where I live, there is a large German |
Settlement and not long ago 1 received a'
Jotter from one  of the residents in which
© said that a number of his neigh-
urs would be obliged to leave on ac
count of their failure to obtain water. I
%n name half a dozen men living within
ree miles of the town where I reside, who
2aul their water from the Wolseley Dam, as
1 is called, to water their horses and cattle ;
and for all the other purposes of the farm.
® man living next to me, who, I have
ready imentioned, is still hauling water two
and a half miles to supply 45 head of horses
and cagtg)-, Every day of his life he either .
auls this water or drives his cattle back and
0"“_1 over that distance. Now, no man can-
?OSSIbly succeed who has a task like this
Mposed upon him. T know this from per-
Sonal experience, for during the first year 1
armed, I hauled water for four months for
Part of my stock a distance of two mi'es. That
me two and a half hours each day but

i
|

Persevered, for I knew the difficulty in my |

vation. There is no possible expenditure
which this or any other government could
make which would be as beneficial to the
North-west and to the whole of Canda, for
it is only in proportion as we in that country
progress that we are able to buy implements
and clothing from eastern manufacturers.

"We feed the population of the east, and we

buy of them, thus creating a large circulation
of money ; and I believe it is in the interests
of the country generally that assistance
should be given in this matter. I hope the -
Prime Minister will arrange to ineet the
members of the other House representing
the North-west, and T will sccompany them,
if desired, and talk the matter over with a
view to meeting the dificulty in the method
I have named.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —I wish to say a
few words in support of the motion which
the hon. member fromn Assinibuia bas brought
before the House. I have lived for fifteen
years on the boundary between Manitoba
and the North-west Territories. To the
west of me is a large German settlement,
which was brought out by the efforts of the
Government some SiX or seven years ago.
They were placed on the line of the Manitoba
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and North-western Railway, on the west side!head of the family lately, saying that he
of the Assiniboine River, and in a district in ; was going to move to Dakota, and one of
which there is a great underlying bed of blue  the chief reasons he gave was the lack of
clay. This clay is very deep, and it must be | neighbours. He is not troubled for water,
penetrated before water can be obtained. I but of course if there is a lack of water
am aware that in many other parts of the there will naturally be a dearth of neigh-
North-west Territories the same difficulty bouwrs. I could mention many instances of
prevails. On the east side of the Assini- | this kind. T know that one-half, at least,
boine, where I reside, there is no ditficulty - of those (ermans who were located at con-
in getting water at a depth of from 12 to 20 . siderable expense by the Dominion Govern-
feet. It is merely a matter of pumping;, ment have left the country partly on account
but even to pump water for forty or fifty. of the reasons I have mentioned, and partly
head of cattle, is no slight task in the winter, , because of the cost of transport of their
and sometimes it is necessary, during dry;produce and the additional cost of living
weather, in the summer time. In some]under protection. However, the question of
localities, there is absolutely no water, unless | water, it is quite evident to every one, is
you are able to penetrate through thisenorm- one of very great importance indeed, and
ous bed of clay, and that is beyond bhe;’it is only by the exertion of the govern-
ability of individual settlers. The Dominion  ment's powerful influence that the proper
Government being interested in placing set- l measures can be taken in order to show the
tlers there, and heing largely interested in municipalities how plenty of water can be
the lands of the North-west, should, I'!obtained at the least cost.

think, make some effort to assume the

cost of the work, and to demonstrate: Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED —While I am
that water is obtainable in ample quantities. heartily in accord with the remarks made
After that, when the population has grown by the hon. gentleman from Shell River
somewhat and is better off, the municipali-|and the hon. gentleman from Wolseley,
ties or the Provincial Government might I desire to point out to this House
undertake the work, but in the present stage | how important it is that strictly accurate
it would be advisable for the Dominion |inforination should be given in regard to

(Government to come to the relief of the. these arid tracts in the North-west. It

settlers who were placed there on their rep-
resentations. T think that this question is’
one that should be taken up by the Immi-!
gration Departiment, which forms a part of :
the Department of the Interior. I believe a
large vote is given annually for purposes of
encouraging immigration, and I am quite
satisfied that no more profitable use could be
" made of a part of that appropriation than to .
spend %25,000 or $30,000 in two or three
localities of the North-west to prove the'
feasibility of obtaining water. As the hon.
member from Assiniboia says, the best
immigration agent the country can have is
the man who is doing well himself. He is’
the man who is most interested in procuring
neighbours and if contented he will make
greater efforts vhan any one else to secure
them. There are sowe very fine Danish
settlers who have come into my neighbour-
hood. There is one family in particular, ;
consisting of ten persons, fine, strong,
healthy people, who come from the
very centre of the great dairy dis-.
tricts of Denmark, and they are very
capable workers. I got a letter from the

would be very injurious to the best interests
of that great country that an impression
should get abroad that there are lurge
tracts of these fertile plains which lack
water. It is almost unnecessary for me to

_point out that there are millions of acres of
fertile land in the North-west Territories
.splendidly watered, and in which very

little ditficulty is experienced in obtain-

.ing a plentiful supply for all practical

purposes. I am fully aware of the truth of
the statements made by the hon. gentlemen

;who have preceded me, that there are
localities in which the settlers have been de-

barred from making that progress which
they naturally would anticipate in a new
country on account of the difficulty which

has been experienced in securing the
‘needful supply of water. But while I
can corroborate the remarks made
in that relation, 1 do desire that

this House should be fully aware of the fact
that the aridity spoken of is not general.
It would be « very disastrous thing indeed
if the information were to be disseminated
that the people of Manitoba and the North-
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West Territqries are generally in want of
Water for the conduct of their farming.
Operations, The district in which I live is!
Splendidly watered, and we fortunately have
1ot laboured under such disadvantages as |
those which have been indicated by the two |
On. gentlemen who have spoken; and I
uld also point out other thickly populated
Settlements in the Territories, as well as in
anitoba, in which no difficulty has been
®Xperienced in securing an ample supply of
¥ater. But as I said in the beginning of
Wy, remarks, I am heartily in accord with
.'¢ remarks made by the hon. gentleman
M reference to a full inquiry being made
In reference to those particular localities in
Which the difficulty mentioned has been
®xperienced, and it certainly would be in
€ best interests of the country should the
.govFl'Ilment make inquiry in the manner
lndlCated, and hear the representations which
® members from those particulars districts
3re prepared to make to them in this regard.
th OWever desire to have it understood that
ree district which T have the honour to
_ o Present is more fortunately placed than
0se localities referred to by my hon. friend
{é’m Shell River, and my hon. friend from
olseley.

AbeHc.)n. Mr. BOULTON—T do not wish to
Misinterpreted. The district I have re-
Yed to is not suffering from aridity—not
€ sense that it is so dry that it will not
OW crops. Itis a splendid country, known
8row some of the finest crops that have
D grown in the North-west Territories

fr.

z};iSy ear. It is not a question of the growth
at ‘;"lops or vegetables or anything of the kind |

dee 1, but it is the difficulty of getting down
%ttll) enough by the individual labour of a
er to where the water lies. The water
yo'::;s down from the Rocky Mountains be-
Yesig Where the hon. gentleman from Calgary
s, and it flows underneath the ground,

. Penetrates and finds its level in Lake
H‘:;mpeg, and finally finds its outlet to the
floy, SonBay : but this water in some locality |
in > underneath these deep clay beds, and
OOt er places it flows on the top of them.
a W Where 1 am it lows on the top of them,
20 % can be readily reached within 12 or
av:et' But there are these localities which
dig been referred to, and that fact is no
Paragement to the country and no reason

arn people against coming to the coun-
* Provided there are these facilities given
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that the hon. member for Wolseley speaks of.
I am not one of those who think we benefit
our country by hiding from the gaze of the
world difficulties we may have to contend
with. We do not want to attract people to
that country by glowing accounts of its con-
dition which cannot be borne out by actual
facts when they come there. We want
people to come there of their own accord.
One volunteer is worth a dozen pressed men,
and I have not the slightest difficulty in
recommmending all whowish to make achange,
whose families have outgrown the localities
they are in, to come and reside in almost
any portion of the North-west, and they will
be able to make themselves a comfortable
home. Where the government locates a
settlement it becomes its duty to assist that
settlement to overcome physical difticulties
at least until those settlements are strong
enough to deal with them.

Hon. Mv. PERLEY T believe the North-
west Territories will justify our giving a fair
report of it. I stated distinctly that there
were only certain portions in which the set-
tlers found difficulty in getting an ample
water supply, and I did the hon. gentleman
from Calgary the justice of saying that his
district was not in such a bad condition. I
wanted to pass him over lightly, but I
understand they have no water except what
comes down from Bow River and the other
rivers in that locality and is distributed by
an irrigation process which is very expensive
on the settlers. 1 am here to tell the plain
truth, even if I am a blatherskite.

Hon. Mr. POWER-—That is unparlia-

mentary.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY —I said that in cer-
tain sections of the country there was very
little water, and I think it is better to have
the government spend a little money in pro- -
curing a little water than to have the people
dissatisfied and have them leave. Of course,
we have difficulties in almost all parts of
Canada. The settlers I spoke of came from
my hon. friend’s district and settled in Wol-
seley, and I can prove it. I say that there
are some sections in which it is difficult
to get water, and the men are too poor to
pay for it. I say this above board and I
am not afraid that the country should know

lit.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—!the remarks of one hon. gentleman—1I think
Fortunately for me the hon. gentleman it was the hon. gentleman from Shell river
asked in the beginning of his remarks that —when he said they were leaving that por-
I should not give a reply to his question.  |tion of the country for Dakota. It has
‘heen our boast in the past that the people

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—I do not object to:of Dakota, on account of the many priva-
his doing so. {tions that they have to undergo, and the
rannual drought in that country, have had to

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I  emigrate into our North-west Territories. I
do not intend to occupy the time of the.can assure the hon. gentleman it is the
House at any length, but I fully realize the | object and the policy, not only of the present

necessity for doing all that is possible, not.
only in the North-we-t Territories and Mani- !
toba, but in all the sections of the country,
to make each section as attractive as possible
to all those who desire to find a home in it.
I do not know that I need go beyond my
own province to point out the hardships and |
difficulties which many of the older settlers |
had to encounter when they first went into
the northern sections of the country, which'!
were densely wooded at that time, without
any means other than their axes upon their
shoulders or a little flour, which would last |
them a short time, going into the shanties'
and working for the lumbermen during the
winter, in order to get a supply for the sum-
mer’s operations. Yet I can point to many
a man who is working his three or four or |
five hundred acres of land, with stone houses |
and barns upon it, living as comfortably as:
I aw sure my hon. friend does at Wolseley,

and they commenced in the way which I ]
have indicated. There are among those who
are listening to me, I have no doubt, men who
know many cases where the settlers have had
to undergo the same trouble, the
same experiences and the same priva-
tions. Now I hesitate not to say, in my
listle study of the action of the government,
—all gove.nments since Confederation in
reference to the North-west and Manitoba
and that section of the country-—that thev
have spent more money, propor.ionately, in
that section than ever has been spent else-
where in Canada in the way of prepuring
a country for the homes of industrious
people. I do not complain of that. On
the contrary, I think that the future of this
country depends in a great measure upon
the settlement of that country with hardy
industrious people, and if there is anything
we can do in the way of expenditure of
money by which that could be accomplished
con-<istent with its revenue, I agree with the
hon. gentleman that it should be done ; but
I must confess I was a little surprised at

government, but I trust of all governments
that may succeed us, to do all in their power,
consistent with the revenue of the country, to
promote the settlement of the North-west
Territories in every possible way. Itis very
questionable whether the suggestion made
by the hon. member from Assiniboia is the
best to adopt in order to accomnplish the
object he has in view. The Department of
the Interior at one time owned and operated
two well boring machines in the North-
west which were utilized for the purposes
mentioned in this motion. In 1889, how-
ever, arrangements were made to hand
them over to the North-west Government,
under the belief and with the hope that they
could operate these boring machines and
procure water for the settlers, being upon
the spot, at a cheaper rate than we could,
and that it would prove much more effective.
than if the matter remained in the hands of
the Dominion Government. These boring
machines remain under the territorial con-
trol and management. In 1893 the Parlis-
ment of Canada made another appropriation
for the purpo e of additional machines of the
best and most approved type, and with the
appropriation so provided, the territorial
government did buy and has since opera
these machines, and it is understuod t0
accomplish to a certain extent, the objecis
which thisgovernmentand alsothe territorial
government had in view. There can be no
question, however—and it would be folly t0
deny—that in portions of the North-west
Territories and Manitoba, as in other p: I
tions of the Duminion, it is difficult to ob”
tain water except at a very great expense
It is equally gratifying to know that iB
some portions of the North: west a system 0
irrigation has been adopted which ha8
proved of the most beneficial character.
have, during the last summer, had the
pleasure to visit one of these large irriga X
estutes. I am not a very tall man, it 18
true, but T had what is termed a plug” hat
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on, and when I went into the wheat field on |
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country, if possible, could be irrigated and

at irrigated land I heard the remark made | put in a state in which settlers could live

at the Premi-r was lost in the grain. They !
ould not gee me. Now that is an illu-tra-|
Yon of the natural productiveness of the!

upon it; but I do hope that every little
failure in the North-west Territories and in
Manitoba, is not to be blazoned forth to

Soil and the benefits ari~ing from irrigation. |the world as a reason why immigrants

W0 or three tons of hay to the acre and{

;n“ch larger yields of cereals were grown on
Jat farm, T may say, however, that even|
® wheat, and barley, and oats, which]
Stood over six feet high, were principally
}lsed in the green state for the purposes of
eedirlg cattle during the winter Now
3t is the beginning of a system which will
Prove t the world that thatcou ntryisproduc-
Mg all kinds of cereals at a profitable rate.
O show hon. gentlemen how desirous the
go‘ie.rnment‘ is of rendering every possible.
acility to private parties who carry on this |
System of irrigation, I may say that it is not
More than a fortnight ago that we consented
t}? Make a certain exchange of lands in the
N Orth-west, south of Fort McLeod. The
Ailway company held certain sections of the
“untry, They were selling some 500,000
:ct'es of land to settlers, who were forming
wﬁ‘)mpany for the purpose of irrigating the
intde of it; but they said, *“youown the
®rmediate sections, and therefore we shall
nefiting your property, unless you will
alloy, us to zx)::ha.ngpe t,llalat fand for land adja-
;‘;em; to it, but which would not be benefited
i;? the large expenditure of money necessarily
‘Urred in constructing irrigating works.”
estebgovernment were anxious to have it
irria lished beyond a doubt that a system of
Zation could be provided and successful'y |
an d"‘“"ed over a large section of the country, |
sh though it might be ob,|ect,ed‘tha.t we
mould have taken advantage of the improve-
®nts which the settlers and this company
80?3‘5 about to make, or that we sthuuld have
cha, the lands instead of making the ex-
i ge, we found the company could not go
that Operation successfully unless we made
Pol; concession. In the interest of the
1y which the hon. gentleman has indicat-
W};it '¢ government did make the exchange,
thec think the country will justify when
it, Y know the whole facts connected with
the have made this short explanation in
in h?Pe that T may be enabled, after an
Wit}: View which I shall be very glad to have
nte _the hon. member and the M!mster of
dea.l"m:’ whose du y it is more directly to
som.. Tith questions of this kind, to adopt

e system by which the whole of the

should not settle in that country. Ontario
and Quebec never would have been settled
if every man who happened to go into the
northern part of the country—as my father
did, without a stick being cut on the farm,
wh-re he had to hew out a livelihood for him-
seif —made ‘an outcry about the hardships
of the pioneer’s life. Thereis no comparison
—1 say it advisedly—between what the
original settlers in the eastern and c-ntral
portion of Canada had to endure and the
difficulties encountered by the settlers in the
North-west. The latterhave facilities which
the others never had. They have means of
obtaining a livelihood that no man in the
older parts of Canada enjoyed until he had,
after years of hard labour and privation,
cleared his farm and mude his improvements.
I shall notextend my remarks on this subject,
but I hope my hon. friend’s fondest hopes
may be realized, and that the settlers in the
district which my hon. friend represents
may get all the water they need.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—When I asked the
Minister of Interior about this matter, he
distinctly told me that they could not do any-
thing and that is my rea<on for asking the
hon. gentleman not to answer to-day so that
we might have a quiet talk over it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZTE BOWELL—The
quiet talk would have been very gouod before
the hon. gentleman made his speech. How-
ever, we can have the quiet talk now.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—I made inquiries,
but could get no satisfaction.

AN ADJOURNMENT.

Hon. MACKENZIE BOWELL

moved-—

Sir

That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it do
stand adjourned until Wednesday, the fifth day of
February next, at eight o’clock in the evening.

The motion was agreed to.



BILL INTRODUCED.
Bill (B) “ An Aect respecting Loan Com-

panies incorporated by special Acts of the
Dominion of Canada.”—(Hon. Mr. Aikins).

DELAYED RETURNS.

INQUIRIES,

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—I desire to

call the attention of the First Minister to an
address that T moved on the 13th June last,

praying that copies of all correspondence :

that passed between the City Council of
Victoria, B.C., the Board of Trade of Vic-
toria, and the members representing that
district in the Dominion Parliament and the
Postmaster General, with respect to the
provisional allowances made to the letter
carriers and certain of the post office clerks,
should be brought down at as early a date
as possible. I inquired two or three times
before prorogation last summer. Parlia-
ment was in session tive or six weeks after I
made the motion, and it had not been
brought down. I trust that between the
present time and the reassembling of this
House, it will be placed on the Table. I
have very good reasons for believing that
the correspondence is not. very voluminous ;
in fact, any clerk could prepare it in the
course of an hour or two. I hope the
Premier will take a note of it, and have it
on the table when we meet on the fifth of
February.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—T should like to
remind the leader of the House that he
has not yet brought down the return which
I asked for last session with regard to grain
shipped to Fort William and graded into the
elevator, the grain shipped from Fort
William and graded out of the elevator ;
the nationality and the destination of the
vessels that carried it. I asked for that
return twice last session, but it has not
been brought down yet. When it is brought

down I should like to haveincluded in it the !

same information with regard to the year

1895.
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| Might I ask the hon. member from Shell
River if there was not some reference made
to this return last session—an explanation
that it was ditlicult to obtain the figures as
asked for by him?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I did not hear it-
I cannot conceive of any difficulty. There
is an inspector there for the purpose of in-
specting and grading the grain. It is put
into the elevator and graded, and it is graded
out of the elevator, put on vessels and ship-
ped. The object of the return is to ascer-
tain how far mixing reduces the quality of
the grain of the North-west Territories and
why it is diverted in its cacriage from Can-
adian channels.

RAILWAYS ACT AMENDMENT
BILIL.

SECOND READING POSTPONED.

The Order of the Day being called—second
reading Bill (A) “ An Act to amend the
Railway Act.”

Hon.Sir MACKENZIEBOWELL said—
Would the hon. gentleman allow the second
reading of this bill to stand over until after
the adjournment ! I have not had time t0
look into the effect which it would have
upon the present Railway Act, or whether
the amendments which he desires to make
are met in any way by the law as it now
stands upon the statute-book.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Certainly I can
have no objections to let the bill stand un-
til we meet again. T would request every
one within hearing of my voice to read that
bill and compare it with the Railway Act
in order that he may be convinced that the
interests of the railway companies are pro-
tected. The object of the Bill is to simplify
the settlement of difficulties between muni-
cipalities and railway companies by having
them settled on the spot instead of bringing
i the parties to Ottawa from the most remote
‘parts of the Dominion. I shall defer my
‘remarks on the subject until the second
. reading of the bill.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—|
I shall make inquiry as to whether these
returns have been prepared, and if they have |
not, will endeavour to have them brought |
down at the ‘earliest possible moment.

The order was allowed to stand.

The Senate then adjourned.
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THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Wednesday, February 5th, 1896.

, Tne SPEAKER took the Chair at Eight
O'clock,

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE CONTROLLER OF INLAND
REVENUE

NOTICE OF INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. MCINNES (B.C.,) gave the

f(’llowing notice :

That he will call attention to the following tele-

ams which appeared in the  Daily Colonist ”
Newspaper of Vietoria, British Columbia, purport-
N2 to have been scnt by the Honourable Sir
ackenzie Bowell, and will ask the First Minister

they are copies of telegrams sent by him to His

Onour [ieut-(iovernor Dewdney, the Honourable

- . Prior, and A. Stewart Potts, respectively—
Damely .

(Colonist, Dec. 19th, 1893.)
OTrawa, Dec. 14th, 1893.
LIEL‘T. (GGOVERNOR DEWDNEY,
%Ki"d]y ascertain from Prior if he will accept a

nh‘Oﬂership, with a seat in the Cabinet. This
ould give British Colunbia a voice in the Cabinet.

(Rgd)

K MoxTREAL, IPec. 17th, 1895.
ONourable E. (i. Prior, Victoria.

R Gm:ernor Dewdney wires me there is a misunder-

Y Nding as to your status in the Government.

U are a Controller of Inland Revenue, Privy

Uncillor, and a member of the Cabinet, and

ave‘ just as much voice in the affairs of the

“Minjon as I have. I would have offered you
Ing less,

MACKENZIE BOWELL.

(Sgd) MAcCKENZIE BOWELL.

Colonist, Dec. 21st, 1895.
OTrAawa, Dec. 17th, 1895.

Thanye for expression of approval by Liberal-
in n:sf'.r\’ative Association of (:‘mvernmept’s action
Ca%!‘lng British Columbia representation in the
in t}ll“et, and at the selection of Colonel Prior, who
looL ¢ Past, has proved himself indefatigable in
alw_ 08 after the interests of his province. It was
re :ys my desire that British Columbia should be
bay, ®Sented, and I took the first opportunity to

€1t done.

(Sgd) MACKEXZIE BOWELL.

(Colonist, Dec, 24th, 1895.)
A g OtTawa, Dec. 23rd, 1895.
TEWART DoFrs,
ecretary Liberal-Conservative Association,
. Victoria.
e‘]ua‘llesf Vote and voice in Cabinet and Council
8W1th mine. See telegram to Prior. Surprised

doubt exists after so many affirmative answers
given these questions.

(Sgd) MackeNzie BOWELL.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—In
order that the hon. gentleman may have
the information in time to assist him in
preparing his speech, I can inform him that,
so far as my recollection goes, the copies of
the telegrams that he has read are literally
correct.

Hon Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—I am
very much obliged to the hon. Minister, but
it would have been better if he had deferred
his reply until after hearing my statement
on Monday next.

Hon. Mr. ALMGN-—This is what the

boys would call ¢ a mare’s nest.”

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (C.) “An Act respecting certain
female offenders in the Province of New
Brunswick. (Mr. Wood).

THE SESSIONAL COMMITTEES.
MOTION POSTPONED.
The notice of motion being read :

Consideration of the report of the Committee
of Nelection appointed to nominate the Senators to
serve on the several Standing Commiiteees for the
present session,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL said
—1TI should like to let this stand wuntil
to-morrow. Seweral Senators have spoken
to me about changes in the committees,
and I have told them to make exchanges
before the motion comes before the House—
that the Committee on Selections has no
objection. T therefore move that the order
stand for to-morrow.

The-motion was agreed to.

LOAN COMPANIES BILL.
SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. AIKINS moved the second
reading of Bill (B) “An Act respecting
Loan Companies incorporated by special
Acts of the Dominion of Canada.” He
said : The necessity of such legislation as ig
embodied in the Bill before us, is of recent
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date, All debentures issued in Canada
when floated in England are subject to a
stamp duty. Until a recent decision that
duty was one-eighth of one per cent, or two
shillings and six pence on every £100. By
a late decision the duty, instead of being one-
eighth of one per cent, is to be one-half of
one per cent, or ten shillings on the £100.
All debentures issued by loan companies in
Canada are made payable either to order or
bearer. The contention is that a debenture
made payable to order can be transferred
from hand to hand by endorsement or, if
made payable to bearer, may pass from hand
to hand without endorsemnent. The Iniand
Revenue Commissioners in England decided
that debentures of that kind are liable to
the higher duty. This decision was dis-
puted and the question was taken into court.
It was finally decided that tae contention
of the department was correct and that the
debentures are subject to the higher duty
of ten shillings per £100. All the deben-
tures are subject to the stamp duty. Under
the Joint Stock Companies Act all the com-
panies are authorized to issue debentures
and they may do so in any way they
think proper, but those incorporated by
special Acts of Parliament, are, T think in
every instance, authorized to issue debentures
payable to order or bearer, and in that case
they are made subject to the higher rate
of duty. The only change made by this
Bill is that they are made payable to order
or bearer or to a registered holder. The
only reason for keeping in the words * order
or bearer” is that debentures floated in
Canada are made payable to order or bearer
and are notsubject to any stamp duty here. It
is to make this change that the bill is intro-
duced. I consulted with the official in the
Finance Department, who is charged speci-
ally with those things, and he assared me
that there can be no objection whatever to
this bill. This is the full scope of the
measure. It is a very short bill, and
although sometimes short bills are mis-
chievous, I can assure hon. gentlemen that
there is nothing of the kind in this instance.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the second time,

The Senate then adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Thursday, February 6th, 1896.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE LATE PRINCE HENRY OF
BATTENBURG.

MOTION.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
would ask the indulgence of the House to
dispense with any rules which might prevent
the moving of an address of condolence to
Her Majesty on the death of Prince Henry
of Battenburg. I was on the point of as-
suming the responsibility, during the recess,
of asking the Governor General to associate
the Senate with the House of Commons in
sending a message of condolence to Her
Majesty on the death of Prince Henry, but
upon reflection I thought it would be assum-
ing too much, even on the part of the leader of
the Senate, believing it much better that the
Senate, upon its re-assembling, should pass
an address of a similar character to that
passed by the House of Commons to Her
Majesty and also to the Princess. I but
utter the sentiments of every subject of Her
Majesty in the Dominion of Canada, and I
may safely add throughout the world, when
T say that we deeply sympathize with Her
Majesty in the many trials which she has had
to undergo during her very long, eventful
and successful reign. A speech upon a
question of this kind is, T think, altogether
unnecessary, and, with your permission,
therefore move :—

That an humble Address be presented to Her
Mos:]: Gracious Majesty the Queen, in the following
words :—

To the Queen’s Most Excellent Magesty :
MosT GRACIOUS SOVEREIGN :

We, Your Majesty’s dutiful and loyal subjects,
the Senate of Canadu, on this, the first occasion o
our assemblage in Parliament since receipt o
the distressing intelligence of the death of His
Royal Highness, Prince Henry of Battenburg, .
humbly approach Your Majesty with renewe
assurances of attachment to Your Majesty’s Person
and Throne.

We desire, may it please Your Majesty, humbly
to tender Your Majesty the expression of ouf
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depfl\:ed Her Royal Highness, the Princess
in atrice, of a Consort, and Your Majesty of a son-
Pe.c W, a young Prince enjoying the happiest pros-
\{v(’f a long and useful career. )
fort & pray that the God of Consolation may com-
}YOHI‘ Majesty and long preserve you to your
e. ]

The Senate will observe that I have so
Wo;:ded the address as to convey to Her
s 3Jesty the fact that the Senate was not in
®Sion at the time of the passage of an

ress of condolence in the House of Com-

Ong, in order that they may fully under-
ot&nd that this House has taken the ﬁr:st
tll:pol‘tunity that presented itself to join in

® address sent from the House of Commons

anada representing the sentiments of the
People of the whole Dominion.

Hon, Mr. SCOTT—1In rising to second
-1 Address which the hon. the First Min-
th I has submitted for the consideration of
the HOll_se, I am sure that I voice not only
ge“' feeling and sentiments of every hon.
5 s“tleman within the range of my voice, but
of :t.he sentiments and feeling of the people

his Dominion, from the Atlantic to the
v:c‘ﬁc- The least satisfaction we can con-
%Y to Her Majesty in her present affliction,
0 assurance of our sympathy in the great
I:TOW she is now enduring. 1t is very well
M;)_Wn that the Princess Beatrice was Her
an dJeSty s favourite child, and that both she
her late husband, Prince Henry of Bat-
Urg, were most nearly associated with
ajesty. They accompanied her on
1t to Scotland, and were also with
the Isle of Wight, and the various
8 of resort which Her Majesty sought
or time to time. Therefore, the loss is
of tﬁ keenly felt by Her Majesty on account
hae © Warm and constant association which

N ®xisted in the past; and the least we
belg offer to Her Majesty—who is so well
thig;)ed mot only by the people, of
ig 5. - Ominion, but of the whole Empire—
assurance that we deeply sympathize
Her in the great affliction she is now
Uring, and also with the Princess

hey vis
her 5
i

enq

Begt

103?“08, who has lost, I believe, a very

cons S husband. The marriage was not
Ntrac

ted in the usual way between royal
. but was based entirely upon affec-
> and, therefore, the affliction, coming
P8y in life, is all the more keen to the
0cess Beatrice. :

‘ Thseimotion was agreed to.

Ttie
tiog .

|
™est sympathy in the affliction which has |

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—

| Following the precedent of the House of

i Commons, I beg to move :—
|

| : . .
| House to Her Royal Highness Princess Beatrice to

That a Message of Condolence be sent by this

express our sorrow on the occasion of the death of
His Royal Highness Prince Henry of Battenberg,
and totender the expréssion of our earnestsympathy
in the affliction which has deprived Her ﬁoyal
Highness of a loving husband.

The motion was agreed to.

THE SESSIONAL COMMITTEES.
MOTION.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL
moved the adoption of the report of the
Committee of Selection, as follows :—

That His Houour the Speaker, and the Honour-
able Messieurs Aikins, Almon, Angers, Baker,
Bernier, de Boucherville, Drummond, Gowan,
: Hingston, Sir Wiliam, Landry, Masson, Mc¢Clelan,
i Poirier, Power, Scott, and Wark, be a Committeo
on the Library of Parliament.

That the Honourable Messieurs Bernier, Cas-
grain, De Blois, Desjardins, Dever, Dobson, Fergu-

'son (P.E.I), Guévremont, Macdonald (P.E.I)
“Macfarlane, McKindsey, O’'Donohoe, Ogilvie,

i Perley, Primrose, Read (Quinté), Read (Cariboo),
- Sandford, Sullivan, Wark and Wood, be a Com-
mittee on the Printing of Parliament.

' Thatthe Honourabie Messieurs Allan, de Boucher-
“ville, Casgrain, Clemow, Cochrane, Desjardins,
' Drummond, Ferguson (Niagara), Lewin, MacInnes
i (Burlington), McCallumn, McMillan, Miller, Mont-
i plaisir, O’'Brien, Primrose, Prowse, Reesor, Robi-
taille, Sanford, Smith, (Sir Frank), Vidal, Ville-
neuve, Wark and Wood, bea Committee on Bank-
ing and Commerce.

That the Honourable Messieurs Allan, Almon,
Arsenault, Baker, de Boucherville, Boulton, Bowell
(Sir Mackenzie), Clemow, Cochrane, Dickey, Drum-
mond, Ferguson (Niagara), Kirchhoffer, Landry,
Lougheed, Macdonald (Victoria), MacInnes (Bur-
lington), McCallum, MecDonald (Cape Breton),
Meclnnes (Victoria), McKay, McKindsey, McLaren,
Masson, Miller, O’Donohoe, Owens, Pelletier,
Poirier, Power, Sanford, Scott, Smith (Sir Frank),
Snowball and Vidal, be a Committee on Railways,
Telegraphs and Harbours.

That the Honourahle Messieurs Adams, Angers,
Armand, Arsenault, Baird, Bellerose, Bolduc,
DeBlois, Desjardins, Dever, Ferguson (P.E.L),
Gowan, McDonald,(CapeBreton), McLaren, Merner,
Miller, Montplaisir, O'Donohoe, Ogilvie, Owens,
Pelletier, Prowse, Reid (Cariboo), Robitaille, and
Sullivan, be a Committee on Miscellaneous Private
Bills.

That the Honourable Messieurs Aikins, Bellerose,
Ferguson (Niagara), Kirchhoffer, Macdonald
(P.E.L), Macdonald (Victoria), McDonald (Cape
Breton), McKay and Villeneuve, be a QOmmm;ee
on Standing Orders. .

That the Honourable Messieurs Baker, Boulton,
Kirchhoffer, Lougheed, McKindsey, Primrose,
Prowse, Read (Quinté), and Wood, be a Committee
on Divorce.
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|
That His Honour the Speaker, and the Honour- | connected. The hon. gentleman intimates
able Messieurs Almon, Bolduc, McMillan, Mac- ! that the government is supposed to have

donald (Victoria), Price and Thibaudeau, be a . .. .
. g n
Committee on the Restaurant. exercised certain influence on the formatio

That the Honourable Messieurs Adams, Baird, ‘of the committee and that his name has
Bellerose, Bernier, Boulton, Macdonald (P.E.L), been left out through or by that intluence.
McCallum, Perley and Vidal, be a Committee on ! J can assure him that he is labouring under

Reporting Debates. L . . ) e
That a Message be sent to the House of Commons a misapprehension, and I can appeal to th

by one of the Masters in Chancery, informing that nine geintlemen who formed that' committee
House that the Senate has appointed the Honour- | to contirm what I am now saying, that in

able Messieurs Aikins, Almon, Angers, Baker, ng case have I, as leader of the House, or
Bernier, de Boucherville, Drummond, Gowan,

Hingston, Sir William, Landry, Masson, McClelan,
Poirier, Power, Scott and Wark, a Committee toJ
assist His Honour the Speaker in the direction of |
the Library of Parliament, so far as the interests:
of this House are concerned, and to act on behalf |
of this House as members of a Joint Committee of |
both Houses on the Library.

Resolved, That a Message be sent to the House |
of Commons by one of the Masters in Chancery, i
informing that House that the Senate has appointed .
the Honourable Messieurs Bernier, ('asgrain, De :
Blois, Desjardins, Dever, Dobson, Ferguson(P.E.IL.), |
Guévremont, Macdonald (P.E.I), Macfarlane, |
McKindsey, O’Donohoe, Ogilvie, Perley, Primrose,
Read {Quinté), Reid (Cariboo), Sanford, Sullivan,
Wark and Wood, a Committee to superintend the
Printing of this House during the present NSession,
and to act on behalf of this House with the Com-
mittee of the House of Cominons as a Joint Com-
mittee of hoth Houses on the subject of Printing.

THE COMMITTEE ON CONTIN-
GENCIES.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL,
moved :—

That the Honourable Messieurs Allan, Angers,
Armand, Boldue, Bowell (Sir Mackenzie), Clemow,
Dickey, Dobson, Landry, Lougheed, MacInnes
(Burlington), Masson, McClelan, McInnes (Vic-
toria), McKay, McMillan, Ogilvie, Pelletier, Perley,
Poirier, Power, Prowse, Read (Quinté), Scott and
Sullivan, be a Committee on Internal Economy and
Contingent Accounts.

Hon. Mr. O'DONOHOE.—T should like
to ask why, after some years of service on
the Committee on Contingencies, I have
been dropped from it. There is 1,0 man who
can answer that as well as the Premier,
because after all, though the Senate appoint
the Committees, the influence of the Govern-
ment prevails there and I find no means at
my disposal to say why I have been put off
that Committee except by inquiring of the
Government.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
have no objection to answer the hon. gentle-
man’s question and the answer will apply to
a good many members who are not now on

committees with which they were formerly

member of the government, attempted to0
exert any influence other than that used and
exercised by every other member of the
committee in the formation of the sessional
committees.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-—Hear, hear.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--I

might further say that two or three years
ago we adopted a rule limiting the number
of senators appointed to each committee
and in the selection of members for the
different committees we had, of necessity, t0
leave some names off certain committees and
place them on others, and in sone cases t0
strike them off altogether, for this reason:
some senators (I give them credit for it) de-
vote more time and attention to the busl
ness of the committees than others, and
some of them were on three, four and five
committees, and in one or two cases I think
on six committees. In order to make aB
equitable distribution, as far as it was pos
sible to do so, we had to leave some mem-
bers off certain committees. This is the
only reason I can give the hon. member
from Toronto for the omission of his name
from this committee. He was not on it last
year, for the same reason I suppose that he
was left off this year, and not from any
personal or political reason. If you look
at the complexion of the committees an

compare the numbers of senators belonging
to the political parties, it will be seen that
there has been no disposition shown on the
part of the majority or the government 0
deprive the minority of a full share of the
honours and responsibilities.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—!
am glad to know that my short career i®
the Senate meets the approval of my hop-
friend opposite in that respect, and that h®
absolves me from having shown any desire t©
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€Xerc; . .
ixet‘mse any undue influence in the forma-
on of committees.

a Hon. Mr. 0’DONOHOE—I cannot for
Nmoll}ent doubt what the Premier has stated.
mOththstanding that, I think the govern-
arent exercise too prevalent a power in the
fangement of committees, and instead of
© committees being appointed by the
€hate and by the people, really the govern-
ment'shows its hand and its intluence
gfleVal.ls there. I cannot understand from
thythlng that the worthy Premier has stated
m,e reason that I was put off that com-
ttee. There is a large section of the
pe?ple going before that committee for ap-
Wtments, and in other respects, a large
Proportion to which I belong, and am proud
elong, and I do not desire that the
ller or the government should put me
In order to deprive them of the privileges
advantages to which they are entitled.

€€ remarks are made with all respect to

oe Premier and his government, but there is
P Use to have privileges if a section of the
“OPle are deprived of their rights through

18:1 influence of the gover nment, and particu-

pie

Pl‘en

Ces and that has no head. (Cries of
afre-r’ order.) I am in order, do not be
\vh&ld' I repeat it, that the government
0s¢ head is discarded by his own pro-
Oters and his own colleagues and who
€ back deserters to his bosom as friends
showork with, is not a government that
“lf! deprive the people of any advantage
a]a;"l'“Ch they are entitled. Now don’t be
. Med about my statements ; I am stating
them falrly and fully. There is no man in
Worty Ominion  of Canada who held our
ut Y Premier in higher esteem than I,
or Wh(?n he‘ took back a nest of hornets to
cont, Wwith hlll'l ngain,'I discard him a.n_d will
sié_““e to dlsca}'d him as a man not in tone
holq ion TOf holding what he is entitled to
car, d.ed L‘p to the _day that these men dis-
eady him and said he was unfit to be the
admir of the Canadian people, I was an
of 4 F of his and my hon. friend the leader
seﬂtie government knows those were my
im ents because I even wrote them to
an h:they were my sentiments that he was
interenolll‘a.ble, clear, clean man in the public
leve] st, but. when he sunk down to the
0rnev0f taking back with him a nest of
‘8, a nest of men who had no confidence

¥ by a government that has gone to|

in him, then I say the worthy Premier lost
my confidence and only then.

The motion was agreed to.

RAILWAY ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM moved the second
reading of Bill (A) *“ An Act to amend the
Railway Act.” He said—1I do not think it
is necessary to make any extended remarks
in moving the sécond reading of this Bill
It is an exact copy of a Bill that passed this
Senate on two former occasions, and was
defeated in the other House. The object of
the Bill is to save to parties living in the
different parts of this Dominion the trouble
and expense of coming here to Ottawa to
appear before the Railway Committee of the
Privy Council in order to get their griev-
ances in reference to drainage redressed.
The Bill is before hon. gentlemen, and if
they will be kind enough to read it, they
will see that it is not directed against the
interests of the railways themselves. In
fact, it is in their favour if they would only
look at it in the proper way. The opinion
has been expressed that every farmer living
along the line of the railway will want to
get a culvert put under the road. Now,
there is not a greater mistake, because, in
the first place, the farmer has got to pay the
expense. Now, to-day, if a man lives in
British Columbia or down by the sea, he has
got to come here before the Railway Com-
mittee of the Privy Council to get his griev-
ance redressed instead of having the matter
settled on the spot. It has been said that
all they have got to dois to write to the
Minister of Railways who will take up the
case. Has not the Minister of Railways of
this country got enough to do without show-
ing the farmers how to drain their land ¢ If
he attends to his other onerous duties, he has
plenty to do. The object of the Bill is
to enable parties to have a decision by arbit-
ration on the spot as to who shall pay the
expenses. As for any danger to life and
property under the bill, there is none what-
ever, because the work is always performed
by the Railway Company, but we should be
careful not to ignore the claims of the farmers
of this country altogether. I am just as
much in favour of railways as anybody, but
if you look back you will see that three-
quarters of the railways of this country have
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been built under charters of the local legis-
latures. By an Act of our own we declare
them to be works for the general advantage
of Canada. Had you left them where they
were, the farmers could appeal to the local
government, but we declared they were
works for the general advantage of Canada
and under the jurisdiction of this govern-
ment—which I believe is perfectly right and
proper ; that is where they should be, but, at
the same time, why should the government
of this country want to bring people from
all over Canada to settle their difficulties be-
fore the Railway Committee? I do not say
that they do not get justice before that com-
mittee, but why cannot they get justice on
the spot? They know what they want. The
question can be settled by arbitration under
this bill. T will not make any further re-
marks but simply move the second reading
of the bill.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN_—When I saw the
name of my hon. friend from Monck in con-
nection with this Bill, T at once sent for a
copy. Sharing the high opinion entertained
generally by every member of this House of
the earnestness, the honesty,and the straight-
forwardness of the hon. gentleman, I was
exceedingly anxious, if possible, to render
him any assistance in my power to promote
the measure. When I saw the Bill, and
studied it and read it in connection with
the Railway Act, I was almost frightened
for I discovered that it was of a most danger-
ous character-—I was almost going to say
revolutionary in its character—violating im-
portant principles which it is the duty of
every government to guard, and introducing
an element of uncertainty as well as being a
decided assaultupona most valuable tribunal.
Hon. gentlemen will know that in every
civilized country the railway system is con-
sidered a matter of vital importance. Tt is
so especially in this country, and pailiament
takes care that the public interests as well
as the intere-ts of the corporations are pro-
perly guarded. Every parliament, in grant-
ing certain privileges necessary to corpor-
ations, at the same time reserves to itself
certain necessary powers in the public inter-
est—powers that are absolutely necessary,
having regard to the regulation of their
work, whether considered in reference to
the functicns of railroads in the carry-
ing of the produce of the field, the forests
and the mine, or in regard to the

carrying of passengers over their line, the
latter being the most important of all as
having relation to the preservation of human
life. These considerations are of paramount
importance, and in order to secure the
effectual working of the powers generally
reserved by parliament, a tribunal was
instituted, an open tribunal, a proper tri-
bunal having reference to the duties they
had to carry out—duties for which they aré
responsible tothe peopleandin respect toevery
part of their proceedings, they may at any
time be questioned in parliament. This tri-
bunal wasinstituted, as I read it, on lookingat
the Debates, after a most careful consider-
ation, having taken the opinion of experts
and of men who had large experience in
these matters and it has been in operation
and in successful operation ever since the
railway system has prevailed in Canada-
It has the great advantage—an all importan®
advantage in a country where there are
some seven or eight thousand miles of rail
way—of acting on uniform principles. Any
man in the community may appear before
that tribunal. Tt does not require, t0
secure audience there, that a man should be
entitled to wear either wig or gown ; any
member of the community has a right t0
appear there and to represent such things a$
he claims are right to be considered iB
respect to any arrangement made connect
with a railway, either as to its traffic, it8
road bed or any other matter. There
is nothing to prevent him. It is not cow
fined to the legal profession, and there aré
no fees required. Nay, more, if any repre
sentation is made in writing, as I am in
formed and believe, and as would be proper
whether done or not—if any representatiod
is made in writing, whether it is urged by #
professional man or not, it receives the very
fullest consideration of that tribunal. Now"
the object that this Bill seems to me to aim
at, is to affect that general clause, whic
secures uniformity, in a very serious way, by
introducing a local tribunal and, in etfects
transferring important duties to local bodies
directly responsible to the people of the
locality it may be, but not directly
responsible to Parliament-—people an
bodies that Parliament are not in direct
communication with, That, I think, in the
first place, is an exceedingly dangerou$
thing. T am not going to enter in?
the details of the Bill at present.
think it bad, root and branch. On anothef
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Occasion, if it should come up again, I shall
prepared to enter more fully into the
defrai]s, but I may mention one or two little
Points which strike me. The first clause
Makes it the duty of all railways in the
Country to maintain all existing watercourses
33 they are. That, I think, is utterly
Unsound and wrong, because it does not
follow that all wisdom exhausted itself in
08¢ who located the watercourses, nor had
Sclence exhausted it-elf at that time, and it
Would be a very unsafe thing to make it a
Btatutory obligation on all the railways of
/'€ country to maintain the water courses
I the condition in which they are. But
¢ clause which struck me as being the
Most, dangerous and affecting clearly the
Tesponsibility of the Government, is the 6th
®lause which provides in effect that every
Tailway company shall be subject to the
general municipal regulations in each muni-
Clpality as regards drainage. That clause
Yould impose a statutory obligation upon
Tailways to observe all the laws and regula-
l0ns of every municipality in the country,
a0d when we come to consider the number
of these it will be a very serious thing for
US to attempt to make it a statutory duty
Upon the railways to observe by-laws which
Jay be good or may be bad. There must be
Undreds and hundreds of municipalities
rough which railways pass—probably
¥veral hundred in Ontario—at all events,
I my old judicial district, where I reside,
ere are no less than twenty-five municipal
les eutitled to make by-laws, the railroad
Passing through themn, and the number in
‘Mario must be very large. I think it
;9“‘(1 be a very rerious thing to interfere
N l_th the proper exercise of its power by a
Tibuna) which has, on the whole, worked we:l.
o Would be dangerous to introduce any prin-
Ple which would divest Parliament of its
Hthority to interfere, and T am not prepared
Telieve tlie government of any duties which

X think they ought o be answerable for. I
mﬂuld have little confidence in any govern-
bi?‘nt which would not assume any responsi-
fai&y~ cast upon it, and I could have little
reli I a government which would seek to
v‘e"e ltself of a responsibility by handing
ot,}er Portions of its work to municipalities or
'er bodies. T am not prepared to say that

a Would take the extreme course of moving
v;‘_ﬂlnst the second reading of the Bill, but I
1sh at this time to guard myself by saying
8t I entirely disapprove of it as being con-

trary to principle, dangerous to the public
interest and taking away from the represen-
tatives of the people the effective control
that they could otherwise have in regard to
the railways of the country.

Hon. Mr. BAKER—TI have no desire to
obstruct the passage of the Bill which is
presented for its second reading by the hon.
gentleman from Monck, and I am not dis-
posed to enter at this stage upon a discus-
sion of the details, but there are one or two
features of the Bill which I think it richt to
present to this House in order that they
may be considered between now and the
final passing of the Bill. The features that
I refer to embody the principle which under-
lies the Bill. It will be observed, from the
Bill itself, and from the remarks of the hon.
gentleman who moved it, that its object is
to protect and enforce rights of proprietors
who are contiguous to the lines of railway
which traverse the Dominion from one end
to the other. The rights of property of
these parties are especially concerned. The
Bill furthermore undertakes to deal with
contracts and the first clause of the Bill in
the broadest possible terms declares that
hereafter

Notwithstanding anything in section fourteen of
*“ The Railway Act,” it shall be the duty of every rail-
way company under the jurisdiction of the Parliament
of Canada, and without any such contribution as is
. hereinafter referred to, to maintain and keep in repair
all necessary drains, ditches and water courses in ex-
istence at the passing of this Act, in and for lands
belonging to or held by such Company.

Now I submit that that clause of the
Bill contravenes one of the plainest principles
of legislation. It effects contracts that are
1‘ in force at the present time by covenant or
|by the award of arbitrators. No matter
what may be the origin of the contract, this
clause of the Bill broadly declares that from
this time forth the railway companies
shall be liable for all the expenses of keep-
ing these drains. They may have been
built for the accommodation of contiguous
proprietors, they may have leen built to
preserve the rights of parties other than
than the railway companies themselw%s, and
yet this clause of the Bill declares in the
most absolute terms that, nothwithstand-
ing the existence of any contract as to
the making and maintainance of these
drains, hereafter they shall be kept at the
sole expense of the railway companies. I
say that the principle embodied in that
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clause is one that contravenes the plainest | he takes in hand long before he came to this
principles of legslation. The Senate is|House, and I know that the cause which he
asked to decree that possibly solemn con-|is promoting here to-day is one that lies dear
wracts entered into bhetween the railway |to the heart of proprletots along the great
companies and other parties shall be set|lines of railway throughout the lenoth and
aside, and that a burden shall be put, with- | breadth of this Dowminion. It is a most
out rhyme or reason, on the back of the, dexlra,b]e object that he has in view, and I
railway companies for all time to come. I ' know the zeal and earnestness with which
say that that principle is one which, Le is prosecuting it in thix House, but it is

in my opinion, caunot be Justmed { for this Senate to consider whether, even for
There is =~ another principle in this|the attainment of so dcsirable an object,
Bill which seems to deal with muni- it should comiit itself to a vicious

cipal corporations, creatures of the local principle. More than that, when it comes
legislatures, and I submit for the consider- to a discussion of the details of this
ation of the Senate that it comes dangerously Bill, as I have no doubt it will pass the
near the line which separates the juri-dictior. second reading and be referred to a
of this Parliament from that of the local ; Committee, it will be shown that a tribunal
legislature. 1t is true that Bills are often  exists already which is perfectly competent
read the second time without conmitting the : to deal with the matters embraced in this
bodies which permit the second re‘mdmn‘ Bill. The Railway Committee of the Privy
absolutely to the principle of the Bill. [.Councxl is specially creaved for the purpose
know that in England, and in this country, of determiniig the very matters that are
Bills are sometimes permitted to pass their | | mentioned her'e and so far as the expense
second reading and to be referred to com- is concerned, there is not an instance on
mittes without Parliament feeling itself record where any party who came before the
absolutely committed to the pmnmp]es of | Privy Council has been condemned to the
such Bill, but T think it right, even at this' payment of a single dollar of expense. The
stage of the Bill, to point out that the princi- . department of Rfu]waya has in its service
ple g “embodied in this Bill is certainly vicious. : in all parts of the Dominion skilled engineers
I have not given the measure such mature‘who are sent, on the requisition of any
consideration as to Justlfy me in P‘(presmw partles interested, to the spot and instructed
a positive opinion that it is beyond the juris- | to make an exa.mlna.tlou of the locality and
diction of this Parliament, and I remember | to report, and upon such reports the judg-
that in moving the second reading the hon. | ments of the Committee of the Privy Coun-
senator from Monck referred to the fact that | il are given, andeverybody knows that those
the Bill in its very terms passed this Senate | ‘]udomentg are invariably, if the law is to be
when it was led by the late distinguished |stretched in any direction, stretched against
Sir John Abbott. No man in this House, | the railway companies and in favor of the
or out of it, had greater respect for the|proprietors. I need not enter into a dis-
ability and the legal attainments of the late | cussion of the details of the Bill. There
Sir John Abbott than myself, but it is possible | will be an abundance of time, when it comes
that the Billmay have passed this Senate with- | before the Committee, to discuss its pro-
out his attention having been called to it, and | visions.

Isay that that fact of itself affords no justiti-

cation for this House committing itself to Hon. Mr. POWER—I am sure that you

the principle of the Bill if it finds that it is
objectionable. I do not oppose the second
reading of the Bill, but as I said before, I
think it fair and right to point out the
possible objections that may be raised to the
principle of this Bill, and while I do so, I
do it without any intention or any desire to
obstruct the hon. member from Monck. It
is not since he becamc a member of this
august assemblage that I made his acquaint-
ance. I knew his energy and the zeal with
which he prosecutes any undertaking which

all agree with me in the pleasure with which
I have listened to the first speech of the
hon. gentleman from Missisquoi.  His repu-
tation preceded him here, and we are de'ight-
ed to know that he quite comes up to his
reputation. At the same time, that does
not oblige us to concur in his views.
Hon. gentlemen who have been in the
Senate some time, will remember, probably,
the history of this Bill. The hon. gentle-
men who have recently come in, natura.lly
cannot be expected to do that. This Bill
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Originated with the hon. member from],
Monck, who deserves all the praise which
¢ hon. gentleman from Missisquoi has |
8lven him for his public spirit, his perse-
Verance and determination. That hon. |
gentleman introduced in the Senate a Bill;
earing a general resemblance to this mea-
Sure, and having the same object in view.
€ measure came hefore the Committee of
&}lways, Telegranhs and Harbours, of
Which the late Sir John Abbott was a mem-
T, and was referred to a ub-committee of |
t e Railway Committee, and of that com- |
Wittee tie late Sir John Abbott was also a
Member, This Bill is largely, in fact almost
Completely, the work of the late Sir John
bott. Tt cannot be contended that was a |
gentleman who would be likely to do any-
Ing rash, or anything calculated to unduly
Mterfere with the just rights of railway
“Ompanies. The hon. gentleman had had too
Juch to do with railways and was too much
Interested in them—

f_HOn. Mr. GOWAN-—Would my hon.
"end allow me to ask him whether the

Work of Sir John Ahbott on that Bill which
€ framed was not merely to give expres-

Slon ¢ the views of my hon. friend from
onck and not his own Bill.

T Hon. Mr POWER—T do not think so.
ofhls Bill was referred to a sub-committee
J the Railway Committee. The late Sir
‘t}?h“ Abbott was the principal member of |
Inat sub-committee. 1 forget the other
uembeI‘S, but I was myself one. As I
s;ldel‘St()od at that time, and as I under-
"nand now, the sub-committee reported a
fasure which they thought should be
Opted. The measure originally introduced
Qg the hon. member from Monck, was very
hﬂnsxd.erably modified, and the Bill, as we
Y€ it now, was substantially the work of
im‘“’ sub-committee, the principal and most
w Portant and influential member of which
8 the late Sir John Abbott. When this
m?:s“Pfﬁ came up from the Railway Com-
in tee-in the session of 1889, it was adopted
2ot s House by a very large wajority. In
in f the feeling of the Senate was so strongly
tha’t‘:""qm‘ of the measure—the House was at
the Jtime led by Sir John Abbott—that |
op on. gentleman from Ottawa, who
thgosed the Bill, did not venture to take
in. Sense of the House at the second read-
» Or at any subsequent stage if I remember

{ treat his next-door neighbour.

aright. In the next year, 1890, the hon.
gentleman from Monck introduced the Bill
again, and it again passed this House ; but
it got to the other House, I believe, rather
too late in the session to have any chance of
passing. The hon. gentleman from Missis-
siquoi knows very well how difficult it is for
an opposed measure, which goes down to
the Housg of Commons at a late stage of
the session, to get through. Consequently
this measure did not become law. The
hon. gentleman from Monck has introduced
the Bill at an early stage of this session,
in the hope that it may go down to the lower
House at such a period of the session that it
will have a chanceto be fairly considered and
disposed of on its merits and not side-tracked
and got rid of by any legislative sleight-of-
hand. What was this Bill intended to do ?
As the hon. gentleman from Monck very
proverly said, some years ago there were a
number of local railways in the province of
Ontario—local railways in the sense that
they were under the jurisdiction of the local
legislature of Ontario. The local legislature
of Ontario has provided that, as respects the
matter of drains, those railway companies
shall be placed in practically the same posi-
tion as ordinary citizens; I know of no rea-
son why they should not be; and the hon.
gentleman has given no reason why a rail-
way company should not be subject to the
laws for the protection, and improvement of
the adjoining lands by draining, as well as
ordinary citizens. As the hon. gentleman
from Monck pointed out, this Parliament in
1882 passed an Act which practically trans-
ferred all the railways of the country from
the jurisdiction of the provinces to the juris-
diction of this Parliament,and took these rail-
ways from under the operation of the provin-
cial laws with respect to drainage. The con-
sequence was after that change—I do not
know whether the railway Act has been
altered in this respect since 1882-—but, at
any rate of late years, if the district, county
or municipality of any kind, or if any pro-
prietor, of land adjoining the railway, finds
his land has been flooded, owing to the
fact that his drains have been dammed by
the railway embankment, he has no short
and easy manner of settling the matter. He
cannot treat the railway company as he can
He has to
appeal tothe Railway Committee of the Privy
Council. I do not raise any question as
to the manner in which the Railway Com-
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mittee of the Privy Council have done their
duty. I think that when the parties come
before the Railway Committee, the Com-
mittee generally do their duty fairly enough ;
but, as everyone knows, it is a very difficult
and expensive thing for a farmer in the far
West, or in the remote parts of Ontario, or
in the Lower Provinces, to appear before
the Railway Committee ; and no one knows
better than the hon. gentleman from Barrvie,
and the hon. gentleman from Mississquoi,
that, although you may say that a letter is

quite sufficient, or that a farmer may come !

into the room where the Railway Committee
meet, if the railway company appears repre-
sented by an able advocate, the farmer or his
letter is liable to have little weight indeed
We all know that .in court the case
which has no advocate to present
it 1s not likely to be the successful one.
Then it was felt necessary that if those farm-
ers were to be protected from the injuries
done to them by railway embankments, they
should have a cheaper and more convenient
mode of getting justice than that provided
by the Railway Act. Tt was with the ob-
ject of furnishing such a tribunal that the

hon. gentleman from Monck introduced this
the funda-!

Bill.  As I understand it,
mental principle of this Bill is not embodied

in the first clanse, which was objected to by

the hon. gentleman from Missisquoi. The
really important principle of this Bill is that
the railway company shall be compelled to
do what any other owner of land would be
compelled to do in the matter of drainage;
but the Bill does not go as far as that. It
does not provide that absolutely. When
the hon. gentleman from Monck introduced
it, it did, I think, but the sub-committee to
which this Bill was referred made a very
important change, and provided that where
the expense involved would be considerable
the matter should go at once to the Railway
Committee of the Privy Council. The bill
provides now that where the expense invol-
ved does not exceed $800 recourse shall first
be had to the procedure provided in this
Bill. There is nothing tyrannical about
that procedure. If the Railway Company
and the municipal corporation cannot agree,
then the matter is referred to arbitration and
there are provisions for a fair arbitration ;
that is, if there is a dispute with respect to
the proportion of contributions, the railway
companies are to pay only only their fair

and the municipality or owners pay the
balance. Then, if any dispute other than
one concerning the respective proportions of
contribution arises, the party disputing may
within thirty days after the receipt of the
plans and specifications,give notice tothe Min-
ister of Railways, and then the matter comes
up before the Railway Committee of the Privy
Council ; so that if there is any serious
dispute the whole thing comes, as now,
before the Railway Comuittee of the Privy
Council. This bill simply provides that
where the expense is not large and where
there is not likely to be any quarrel or
any serious difference between the railway
company and the municipality, then the
matter can be settled on the spot instead of
coming to Ottawa at considerable expense,
difficulty and delay. And further, there
is another circumstance with respect to the
railway committee of the Privy Cbuncil,

that the committee, as a rule, does
not sit very often during the session;
and when Parliament is not sitting,

it not infrequently happens that there is not
a quorum of the Committee at Ottawa. The
hon. gentleman from Barrie made an objec-
tion to the first clause of the Bill in which I
think there is a great deal of force ; but the
fact that there is force in that objection i9
no reason for not reading the Bill a second
time. It is perhaps a good reason for
amending the Bill in Committee. The hon.
gentleman said that this clause provided that
the company shall maintain and keep in
repair all drains, and so on, in existence at
the passing of this Act. Well, it would be
very easy to amend that by providing that

lif other drains be substituted they shall be

kept in repair. It may be not expedient
to confine the railway company to the exist-
ing drains. As long as the necessary
drains in existence, or drains which may be
substituted for those which are now iB
existence, are kept in repair, that would be
enough. Then if I may venture to differ
from so distinguished a lawyer as the hon-
gentleman from Missisquoi, I think that
hon. gentleman has misapprehended the
effect of the words in the first clause. These
words are :—

“ Notwithstanding anything in section 14 of the
Railway Act,” ete.

And the hon. gentleman drew a pictur®
of the violation of contracts which h

share of the expense of the improvement |existed for many years between the railway
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€ompanies and the owners of the adjoining
ands, which of course it would be a very
Serious thing for Parliament to authorize.
Now, hon. gentlemen, this language refers
Slmply to what appears in section 14 of the
ailway Act. It does not interfere in

81y way with contracts, or agreements made

tween the railway company and the owners
°f udjoining lands, or municipalities or other
Persons., I will read section 14 of the Act
Which will show that this first clause of the

ill before us has not the meaning the hon.
' &entleman imagined. The clause reads as
fOllOwS :

Whenever after due notice of application there-
Or, the Railway Committee decide that it is ne-
Cessary in the interest of any municipality that
Means of drainage should be provided, or lines of
Water pipes or other pipes should be laid, or
Streets made through, along, across or under any
K"‘" 8 or lands of the company, it may, after
€aring the parties, direct how and on what terms
Such (%ra.inuge may be effected or water pipes or
Other pipes laid or streets made; and thereupon
8uch municipality may construct the works neces-
:ary to carry out such direction, but only under
he supervision of such official as the Railway

Mmittee appoints—or at its option the company
{f’_“y construct such works under the like super-
t}llslon; and the cost of constructing.such wqus,
1€ cost of supervision, and the continued mainte-
Nance of the same shall be paid by such muni-
mpality, unless the Railway Committee direct that
€ company bear some proportion thereof—in

ich case the company shall bear such proportion
88 the Railway Committee decides.

It_ Will be seen that that section deals only
¥ith works to be constructed after the pass-
g of the Act. That does not at all affect
S¥isting contracts. Then the hon. gentleman
'om Barrie thought that it was a very im-
Proper thing indeed that railway companies
Should be subject to all general municipal
T®gulations not inconsistent with this Act
TeSpecting the maintenauce and repairs of the
Tains, ditches and water courses in any

SOunty, parish, township or other municipal-

% in Canada through which the railway
Passes, unless exempted therefrom by the

operation of the law.  The hon. gentleman
thought that it was a very objectionable
thing to transfer to local authorities the
duties now discharged by the Railway
Committee of the Privy Council. So-far
from that being the case, where the matters
involved are not of very serious consequence,
and there is not a very large sum of money
at stake, it is a great deal better in every
way that we should not centralize and that
these local questions should be settled on
the spot. If the course were adopted which
I should prefer myself, it would be to enact
generally that every Railway Company from
one ead of the country to the other
should be subject to the laws with respect
to drainage which were in force in that part
of the country in which the railway is
found. T think, considering the fact that
this House has pasced this Bill twice
in its present shape, and that the House
was almost unanimously in favour of it,
we ought not to delay the passing of it now,
but let it go to the second reading and 'if
amendments are desirable, make those in
committee, and then send the bill down to
the other House; so that the hon. gentleman
from Monck may at least have a chance of
having his measure disposed of on its merits.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I should like to make
one or two observations before the bill is
read the second time. The policy of Par-
liament since the foundation of the railway
system in Canada has been zealously to pre-
serve its control over the railways of the
country, not in the interest of the railways,
or individuals, but for the protection of the
general public—the lives of people who
travel on them. When a'charter is once
granted a railway company, they cannot
turn a sod until they get the sanction of the
railway committee and the Minister of Rail-
ways to the plans of the proposed project.
The character of its bridges, the culverts,
the ditches, the crossing of highways, and

SPecial Act of incorporation. It seems to | all other details have to be first submitted
Ine that, so far from its being unreasonable | to the Minister of Railways. They get his

shou] Improper, that

thy,
by
cO’nmunity,

railway companies!approval before they commence any oper-
d be subject to the law which governs | ations ; then, before the railway is opened,
ther people, it is eminently fit and proper | the railway department send a s}_)ecx'&l offi-
t railway companies should be governed | cer, who is exclusively charged with duties
the law " which governs the rest of the! of that kind, toinapect the railway and .all its
unless some good reason is | details—its bridges, banks, culverts, ditches

:h(’w" why it should be otherwise, and no rea- | and every other incident connected with the
0, asfaras] can learn, has so far been shown | railway.  The officer is ‘al.so cha?ged from
T removing railway companies from the |time to time to make this inspection and to
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see that the interests of the public are duly 1 parties have a right to come and ask parlia-
protected at all times. Now it is propcsed | ment to withdraw from the present tribunal,
that Parliament shall divest itself of the!this jurisdiction over so important a matter
control of a most important incident in con. |as the piercing of a railway bank, I think
nection with the railway system, and shall : they should show there are cases of hardship
hand it over to the municipalities. existing. I have had some experience in
If it is wise and prudent to do that,!the last 25 or 30 years with railway
it is  surely equally wise and!companies, and I have yet to know a case
prudent 10 hand over the control ' of hardxhip arising anywhere, where the
and disposition of many other of the details jmunicipality has been injured by the exist-
incident to the railways—for instance, the | ence of obstructions on the part of the Rail-

mode of crossing streets. A railway must
have the sanc ion of the Minister of Rail-
ways, or the Railway Committee, to its run-
ning aleng a highway or crossing a highway.
It must have the sanction of the Riilway
Committee to the fencing and to the
approaches to a crossing; even a farmer’s
crossing. Is there any more rea-on for
taking out of the control of the present
tribunal, the jurisdiction over ditches and
watercourses, than over the various other
subjects that parliament has seen fit to
charge the Railway Committee with? In
1888, when the Railway Act was passed, a
clause was inserted which it was thought
would meet any complaints that might arise
in reference to this question of drainage.
My hon. friend from Halifax has read it,but I
should like to call the attention of the House

especially to it, and they will then see that'

a very much simpler mode of settling a
question of this kind now exists than the
one proposed by the hon. member from
Monck.

Whenever after due notice of application there-
for, the Railway Committee decides that it is
necessary in the interest of any municipality

Not of the Railway Company, but in the
interests of any municipality.

That means of drainage should be provided, or
lines of water pipes or other pipes should be laid,
or streets made through, along, across, or under
any works or lands of the Company, it may, after
hearing the parties, direct how and on what terms
such drainage may be effected or water pipes or
other pipes laid or streets made,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-—
That is done at the expense of the govern-
ment—not of the municipality.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I ask whether the

iway Companies. My hon. friend from
Monck may point to such a case but in my
long experience I have never come across
one.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—TI will tell you

some other time.

Hon. Mr.SCOTT— And as a matterof fact,
ifit isdesirable to reclaim swamplands—to en-
large culverts, I am not aware that railway
crossing have offered any opposition, or thatit
has even been found necessary to come to
the Railway Committee where the parties
interested have agreed to pay the cost of it.
I have yet to know of a single case where
the railway company has refused them.
We all know very well that the lands
through which the railways are constructed
are immensly benefited in their drainage.
For their own protection the railway com-
pany must build a bank where the lands are
‘flat or low ; and they are bound to build
iditches and are bound to keep them free
ifrom obstruction, and as a matter of fact,

f the adjoining lands are drained by the rail-
| ways crossing through them. Now, of re-
i cent years this system of drainage, has re-
‘ceived a good deal of attention. TLands
| which were thought to be irreclamable years
jago have been made valuable by draining
joff the water. To do that, it is necessary
‘to enlarge the ditches. In Ontario there
'are immense areas thus drained. Tt really
iinvolves creating a channel which is a good
% sized creek ; and it is found that the railway

equal to the

iditches and culverts are not
{large draught. It is quite proper and fair
|that facilities should be given by the rail-
| way company for the permission to pass, if
Inecessary, under its banks. I quite recog-
ynize that, but I do say that it is unwise of

process laid down in the Bill now under!this Parliament to withdraw the control
consideration is not more elaborate, morejover the cutting of the bank and the con-
difficult and niore expensive than the simple |-truction of the culvert from the Railway

method defined by the statute? BeforeiCommit,tee.
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Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—-We do not
Withdraw it from the Railway Committee.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—You practically do.
f it has to go to the Railway Committee on
an appeal, why not go there in the first
Instance? 1 say, as a matter of fact, that
the cost and expense of going to the Rail-
Way Committee will not be nearly as much
a8 the expense under this Bill.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Would the hon.
" gentleman begin his suit in the Supreme
ourt of Canada instead of an inferior
Court, 9

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I have had a good
€al of experience with the Railway Com-
Mittee and 1 may inform hon. gentlemen
at that Committee sits when the con-
Venience of the applicants requires it. It

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes, there are no
rules, forms or ceremonies. It is much the
same as a person appearing before one of the
committees of the House, except there is
‘ this further consideration, that the commit-
| tees of this House would probably not be
influenced by a written representationagainst
the passage of a bill. If a letter were sent
to thie chairman, he would probably just place
it before the committee and it would be for
the committee to.say whether they would
i pay any attention to it. They would nat-
urally say—* Well, if this is an important
malter, the person interested ought tc
have sent counsel here, or ought to have
| communicated to some individual to repre-
"sent him and make those statements.” Now,
| that is not the practice of the Railway Com-
‘mittee. A letter addressed to the chief
i engineer, or the chairman of the committee,
Ireceives the same attention as the writer ap-

Meets perhaps monthly, when parliament is | pearing in person, but I think they are much
Sltting, and oftener when parliament is not ' more sensitive and keen where a municipality
Sitting, The Railway Comumittee meets on | is concerned. Of course, the government is

S‘“\n’day next, and there will be probably
3nother meeting 20 days from Saturday.
course, there are cases accumulating all
€ time, and when a certain number of
Cases are ready, the committee will meet.
ere is no tribunal in Canada which is so
elastic and so satisfactory to those who go
fore it as the Railway Committee of the
Ominion of Canada, under every govern-
Ment  which has heretofore existed.
ere are no bills of costs before that
®Ommittee as there are before all other
fourts and arbitrations. They have their

:Wn officials in different parts of the coun-
b‘:Y~ If a difficulty arises in British Colum-

'8, all they have to do is to wire their engi-
Beers who represent the Dominion in that
Province, and who are easy of access. Those
Ofticers are chargel with examining ques-
'0ns of this kind, and until the matter has
®Come a real substantial grievance, I think
Parliament should not interfere in this
'rection and hand over to the municipality
+€ contro] of so important a matter as the

'ercing of the railway bank with culverts
&nd ditches, y

w.HOH- Mr. GOWAN-—I am not acquainted

ml.t‘h the practice before the Railway Com.-

mlttee ; but T am told that a representation

w?ﬁ]e by.a, municipality or by an individual

Wer ccelve as full consideration as if they
€re present or represented.

“dependent on the votes of these people for
iibs support, and they cannot afford to
ignore a representation made by any-
|body. A imunicipality is an organized
| body, and if they send a communication
. to the committee it is not thrown in the
{ waste paper basket, but an engineer is sent
ito investigate and the country pays the
texpense of it. Now, 1 say that, until it is
Ishown that there is some damage to the
'individual, and that the individual has not
‘had a fair representation before that tri-,
bunal, Parliament should not interfere.
| But, if they interfere in that, why should
| they interfere with the question of crossing
; streets and roads. What do they doin that
jcase ! Although the Railway Committee
thave control in cases of that kind, yet they
do not do it. They say to the railway com-
i panies, “go and get the consent of the
 municipality ; bring us that before we con-
sent to your passing along the highway.”
Any gentleman who has any familiarity
with the Railway Committee will know that
| that is the invariable rule. They could say
to a railway company when they ask per-
mission to run along a street or highway,
“ We will give you that permission.” They
could approve of the plan if they wished to
do so, but they do not do that ; they say to
the railway company, “You must go to the
municipality and get a resolut_lon passed
approving of it, and then we will consider
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it.”  What could be fairer than that? They
take a more keen interest in these matters
than arbitrators would, and until it is shown
that there is some substantial grievance it is
not wise for Parliament to interfere, because
if they gave way on that they would
have to give way on many other matters,
and I think it would be a very great
mistake to give away power we have
reserved in the control and management of
the railway system. Our railway system
has certainly been a credit to the country,
and that is due to the fact that it is under
the sovreignity of a tribunal that parliament
has nominated. The railways are at all
times subject to the control of the Railway
Committee. If an official travelling over the
railway line finds the road in bad order he
makes a report to his Minister and an order
goes forth that they must make repairs or
stop running trains.

That is a great protection to the public,
and I think it is highly essential that that
protection should be continued and that par-
liament should not divest itself of so import-
ant a matter as the control of the piercing
of the banks of railways by additional cul-
verts. Every additional culvert put in is
an element of danger, and they should be as
few as possible and only put in when neces-
ity requires it.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate then adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Friday, February 7th, 1896.

Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE STANDING COMMITTEES.
NOTICE OF MOTION.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL

-—There was an error made yesterday in
adopting the report of the Committee
of Selection which I wish to have corrected.
Mr. McClelan’s name was on the Rail-
way Committee as reported from the
committee appointed to nominate the
committees of the House, but was omitted

in the printed list of the proceedings of the
Senate, and for that reason Mr. Arsenault
was added to the Committee on Railways
and Canals. Mr. Arsenault has been in-
formed that the error took place, and I ‘pro-
pose to give notice that Mr. McClelan’s
name be substituted, for that of Mr. Arsen-
alt, and also that the name of Mr. Ferguson
be substituted on the Banking Committee,
for that of Mr. Prowse who was put on the
Divorce Committee in the place of the Hon.
Mr. Ferguson.

THE MANITOBA SCHOOL QUESTION
INQUIRY. '
Hon. Mr. BOULTON inquired :

When is it the intention of the Government to
bring down the *‘ Remedial Legislation,” for which
this Parliament was called together to consider
and deliberate upon ?

He said :—The object of putting this ques-
tion, hon. gentlemen, is apparent on the face
of it. The necessity of bringing forward
the legislation that has been the matter of
so much controversy for some time past is
quite evident. If it is the deliberate pur-
pose of the government to bring down legis-
lation appertaining to the grievances of the
minority of the Province of Manitoba, it
is a question that should be dealt with as
speedily as possible, and the pledges made
by the leader of the government to bring
down that legislation should be carried out.
Parliament has not been called for the pur-
pose of considering other legislation. Now
I will just read extracts from the commu-
nications that have passed between His Ex-
cellency the Governor in Council and the
Province of Manitoba in order to show the
grounds upon which T justify my question.
The first extract is in a report dated 27th
July, 1895, from the Donlinion Government
to the Provincial Government and it says :

Though there may be differences of opinion as to
the exact meaning of the reply in question, the
government believes that it may be interpreted as
holding out some hope of an amicable settlement of
the Manitoba school question on the basis of pos-
sible action by the Manitoba government and legis-
lature ; and the Dominion government is most
unwilling to take any action which can be inter-
preted as foreetalling or precluding such a desirable
consummation. The government has also consid-
ered the difficulties to be met with in preparin
and perfecting legislation on so important an
intricate a question during the last hours of the
session. The government has, therefore, decided
not to ask parliament to deal with remedial legis-
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lt’?‘t“m during the present session. A communica-
lon will be sent immediately to the Manitoba
80."§rmneut on the subject, with a view to ascer-
Ming whether that government is disposed to
T ake a gettlement of the question, which will he
a%onably satisfactory to the minority of that
f:""}n_cc}, without making it necessary to call into
A‘]“ls{tmn the powers of the Dominion parliament.
Session of the present parliament will be called
ofgethf?l', to meet not later than the first Thur:sday
anuary next. If by that time the Manitoba
80%vernment fails to make a satisfactory arrange-
€0t to remedy the grievance of the minority, the
Minion government will be prepared, at the
‘ate :t session of parliament, to be called as above
s“be » to introduce and press to a conclusion
¢h legislation as will afford an adequate measure
velief to the said minority, based upon the line
re th*’_ judgment of the Privy Council, and the
Media] order of the 21st March, 1895.

H.This is the report of the Government to
.18 Excellency in Council made in July last,
roo_ODsequence of a change of policy with
gard to the (lovernment’s action in the
atter during the last session of Parlia-
;Eent. As it stated there, instead of bring-
s down the legislation then it took ad-
ntage of the opening that was left by the
reply of the province of Manitoba to the
medial order by re-opening negotiations
tohr the purpose of ascertaining what action
tge Province of Manitoba were prepared to

ke upon a further consideration of the
Matter, and a further consideration of the
“Presentations made by the Dominion

Overnment, Well, hon. gentlemen, I will
<@ an extract from the reply that was re-
e‘il\led

°d on the 27th of December last, and is
Published here from His Honour the
céﬁ“t’enant-(}ovemor in Council to His Ex-
wh.ency the Governor General in Council,

Ich is dated the 20th December last.

The extract is to this effect :

01\1: 18 further recommended that the Order in
H nCll,of 27th July, 1895, with the reply of Your
nour’s (fovernment thereto to be laid before the

v Bislative Assembly of the Province with all con-

Nlent d ¢ 1 c
‘hel‘eof. espatch at the next ensuing session

thThls extract is contained in a report from
roui on. Attorney-General Sifton of the
\OV"lllcm] Government to the Lieutenant-
ernor in Council and embodied in the
Ply of the Manitoba Govermenc to the
m:"n\lnication of the Dominion Govern-
g ? Of the 27th July, 1895: it goes on to
Y

reIt May be pointed out that the legal position in
h_gard

om to the proposed remedial legislation is far
clear, It has repeatedly been declared, ac-

cording to reported utterances, that remedial legis-
lition does not necessarily mean that the remedial
order will be literally followed, or that the system
of separate schools which existed prior to 1890 will
be restored. It would appear reasonable to con-
clude that no one covld seriously contemplate the
restoration of that system.  Yet if remedial legis-
lation in any other form than a literal confirmation
of the remedial order be introduced, a grave doubt
arises as to the competency of Parliament to pass
such legislation without the same being first sub-
mitted to the legislature of the province. On the
other hand any proposed measure would require to
be in accord with the order of the Governor Gen-
eral in Council, 8o that the first step required might
be to amend the remedial order. Whether any
power exists to amend or rescind the remedial order
18 also a subject of some doubt.

1t is a matter of regret that the invitation ex-
tended by the Legislative Assembly to make a
proper inquiry into the facts of the case has not
been accepted, but that, as above stated, the
advisers of His Excellency have declared their
policy without investigation. Itisequally a matter
of regret that Parliament is apparently about to be
asked to legislate without investigation. It ig
with all deference submitted that such a course
seems to be quite incapuble of reasonable justi-
fication and must create the conviction that
the educational interests of the people of the
province of Manitoba are being dealt with ina
hostile and peremptory way by a tribunal whose
members have not approached the subject in a
judicial spirit or taken the proceedings necessary
to enable them to form a proper opinion upon the
merits of the question.

The inquiry asked for by the reply of the legis-
lature to the remedial order should, in the opinion
of the undersigned, be again earnestly invited, and
in the event of the invitation being accepted the
scope of the inquiry should be sufficiently wide to
embrace all available facts relating to the past or
present school systems.

These are two extracts that I think apper-
tain to a proper understanding of the ques-
tion that I have put upon the order paper.
The first is the declaration on the part of
the Dominion Government, in the event of
the Provincial Government not doing any-
thing, to introduce a bill and to press it to
a conclusion. And the next is an extract
from the reply of the Manitoba Government
to the communication of His Excellency in
Council of 27th July last. Instead of doing
as was requested to call the legislature to-
gether to consider the new position the
Dominion Government had taken, the
Manitoba Government appealed to the
people for a justification of the course
that they were pursuing in determin-
ing upon considering the provincial
rights of the province of Manitoba to be
exclusive to conduct the educational affairs
of the province without interference from
the Dominion Parliament. The result of



that has been a return of the Provincial
Government to power with almost a unani-
mous majority—practically a unanimous
majority—of supporters in the legislature.
That is the answer that has been made to
the question, but instead of being made by
the legislature it seems to have been made
by an appeal to the people. Now it be-
comes, in consequence, a necessity on the
part of the Dominion Government, I
presumne, to carry out the pledge that
was made by the First Minister to
bring down legislation. How
the Government are acting wisely in doing
that without further investigation is a mat-
ter for them to decide. I consider, myself,
that it is a delicate question, this interfer-
ence with provincial rights and with a con-
stitutional power—it is taking a fresh de-
parture in the chain of communication and
the chain of responsibility that exists in
Canada as between the Dominion Parliainent
and the various provincial legislatures, and
it is frought with much difficulty and [ have
no doubt will elicit a great deal of discus-
sion. I look upon the Governor General in
Council, in regard to this question, as an
arbiter between those who have applied
under the law for a remedy for their griev-
ances, and the Provincial Government of
Manitoba and the legislature who enacted
the law that created the grievances, and that
as an arbiter and an arbiter seeking for in-
formation and the very best solution of the
difficulties that have arisen, it is a question
whether they have accepted that position in
its fullest extent. Of course, as T said be-
fore, I consider they are practically an arbiter
between these two contending, parties but
that Parliament hhs to put its legal seal
upon any action that may be undertaken
and declare its policy upon the justice or
wisdom of the course that has been pursued.

Hon. Mr. MASSON —T rise to a question
of order. This is a plain question which can
be answered in one minute by the govern-
ment. By our rules, and the rules of every
legislative body, this is not a debatable
question. What is the use of going into an
elaborate speech on the duties of the Govern-
ment? We will have the Remedial Bill
before us in a few days and the hon. gentle-
man can have a chance to discuss the subject
then. Tappealto the Speaker and the House
to say whether this is a debatable question
—when is the government going to bring

far ‘
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‘down the Remedial Bill? If that is a de-
!batable question, we are establishing a very
. bad precedent—not that anyone wishes to

[ . - .
i shirk the question, because it will have to

| come up. Theinquiry of the hon. gentleman
lis not one of opinion, but a ere inquiry as
lto when the bill will be brought down.
Give the Premier an opportunity to answer

the question. I submit the question of order.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—When asking a
question of this importance, it is necessary
for me not to enter into a discussion on reme-
dial legislation, not on the merits of the
bill which is not before us yet, but to enter
into a discussion as to the necessity of the
Dominion Government bringing down the
bill and having it considered in accordance
with the pledge of the government and dis-
posing of that question before introducing
legislation for the ordinary business of the
country anl before asking for supplies or
anything else. It is necessary for me to
produce this evidence to show that I am
justified in the position that I am taking,
that in view of the facts 1 present here,
through the authoritative documents of the
| Crown, that T am justified in asking that
ithis bill be brought down and discussed. I
rsubmit, with all due deference to the
" Speaker, I have not discussed the bill in any
_shape or form, but merely the question as to
whether it should be brought down or not,
for we have now sat for niore than a month
without having the legislation which this
session was purposely called to consider.

Hon. Mr., POWER—I do not think the
point of order is well taken. If the hon.
geutlemen were in the House of Commons,
I admit the point of order would be well
taken, but our practice has been altogether
different from that of the House of Com-
mons and we have always allowed a great
deal of latitude here to hon. gentlemen in
respect to almost every rule of debate—in
fact, it is stated in our rules that they are not
so rigidly enforced as in the House of Com-
mons, particularly this rule, and we have
had time and again speeches, and long
speeches, on questions. As the hon.
gentlemen beside me says, this is the
first time that the right of a member to
speak on an inquiry has been seriously
questioned. I am not now expressing an
opinion on the matter of the hon. gentle-
man’s speech ; but I think he was quite in




[FEBRUARY 7, 1896

129

Oder. T think he was confining himself
Alrly well—as well as could be expected—

the subject which his question dealt with.

course, the reason why the rules are not
% rigidly enforced here as in the other
H"“Se, is quite clear—that as a rule we are
10t a8 busy as members of the other House,
81d, further, we are not supposed to be quite
% excitable.

Hon, Mr. McCKAY—T think the practice
hag n, heretofore, when a member asked
2 question and wished to discuss it, he put
:.n addition to it that he would call atten-

'on to the subject.

. Hon. Mr. POWER—That is when he de-
Sites & general debate upon it.

Hon, Mr. MASSON—A plain question
33 to what is to be done is not, and should
10t be, a debatable question.

Hon, Mr. POWER—There is no debate.
it 18 merely the hon. gentleman who is ask-
8 the question who speaks. If it were de-
wo o Y0 have a debate, the hon. gentleman

ould have called attention before making
" nquiry,

Hon, Mr. MASSON_Surely the hon.
Otleman will not say that it is not sup-
wer ! o be debatable whether the govern-
Bf]nt shall or shall not bring in a remedial
wi ! when we have been called here to deal
th it The whole discussion comes up.
at is the purpose for which this Parliament
da‘s, called together. The government have
tieclded that there shall be remedial legisla-
99, and now is not the time to discuss it,
€88 you want to bring up the whole ques-
2 Whether it is proper to have remedial
ation or not.

Hon, My, McINNES (B.C.)—If the hon.
&entleman who has raised this question of
thae,, Vil refresh his memory, he will find
3% this is the first occasion, since he became
®laber of the Senate, when a senator rose
deptt & question to the government and was
qnllle(.i the privilege of speaking on that
ti ®Stion ag long as he saw fit. It is the first

d:::; od ave known that privilege to be

ge

tio,

is H."IL Mr. MASSON—The hon. gentleman
sellfnlst‘aken. The hon. genteman was him-
Queg Stopped in making a speech on a mere

tgoll- It was shown in this House how

inconvenient it was to raise a debate on a
question.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-—When was
that ?

Hon. Mr. MASSON—Before the rules

were revised.

Hon. Mr. MCINNES (B.C.)—I have no
recollection of it. I admit the hon. gentle-
man is quite correct, that on a mere inquiry.
it is not open for every one to take part in
the debate, but I have yet to find that a
member who puts a question has been inter-
fered with in making a speech to it as long
as his speech was relevant to the subject.

Hon. Mr. MASSON—I put it to the hon.
gentleman’s own sense of fairness. A
member puts a question on the paper and
makes a speech, spreading his views
throughout the country. Then, after he
finishes his speech the whole discussion stops
and no one can reply. Is that fair and
right? Will you admit that in fairness you
cannot reply to that? Will you leave the
whole House to the mercy of any member
who thooses to make a speech when he should
not make one ?

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—I am not
contending whether it is right or wrong ; I
am stating a fact known to every member
of this House, thatit has not been the custom
to prevent a senator from speaking on an
inquiry when making the inquiry himself.
If the hon. gentleman who has raised this
question would be kind enough, in his leisure
hours, to instance any case in which a
member has been stopped when speaking on
a question that he has put on the paper, I
should be happy to hear it.

Hon. Mr. MASSON—I was trained in
the House of Commons where the rule is
very wisely enforced.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B. C.)—It has

never been the practice here.
Hon. Mr. MASSON—Yes, it has.

Hon Mr. McINNES (B. C.)—Then I am
not aware of it.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—T think if the hon.
gentleman from Shell River was to retire
within the lines of Torres Vedras and keep
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perfectly silent after asking the question, it
would be very much better. If the hon.
gentleman continues he may, as he did the
other day, take a day and a half for his
speech, and that would bring us into Sun-
day, which would be improper.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER—If I understand
the point of order raised by the hon. gentle-
man from Mille Isles, it does not deny the
right of the hon. gentleman from Shell
River to speak to his question, but it does
deny the right of the hon. gentleman to dis-
cuss the policy of the government on this
question.

The SPEAKER—Since the House de-
sires the opinion of the Speaker, I may say,
that in my opinion, if the hon. gentleman
was to limit himself to speaking on the pro-
priety of the government bringing in, sooner
or later, the measure for which this session
has been called, I think he has a right to
speak from that point, but if he were to go
into the merits of the question itself, I mean
the bill, T think it would be wrong, and if
the House has permitted such discussions
in the past, it would be a proper time to
put a stop to the practice now. '

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I do not propose
to delay the House very much longer with
any remarks upon the question. I hope
that T have confined myself, as I intended
to do, to giving reasons why the govern-
ment should bring down the bill which
Parliament was called to consider. It is
merely for that purpose, in order to show
what the government promised and that
the legislature of Manitoba did not comply,
that it was necessary to read these extracts,
for in consequence of the action of the legis
lature of Manitoba it will become necessary
now for the Dominion government to carry
out their pledge. There is also another
phase of the question that I think it is de-
sirable to put before this hon. House, and
that is that we are approaching the termina-
tion of the life of this Parliament, that on
the 25th of April the Parliament ceases to
exist. ‘

Hon, Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—No.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—That is open to
question at any rate. It ceasesso far as the
great body of members is concerned. Tech-

nicalities may be urged to prove the con-
trary, but the great mass of the members of
Parliament were returned on the 25th of
April and the life of Parliament expires
then, and to attempt to prolong it would be
unwise.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
You do not want that point discussed now !

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—No, I do not pro-
pose to discuss it. I merely wish to give
that as an additional reason why this bill
should be brought down, that, at any rate
according to my idea, that is the termination
of the life of Parliament, and that it is not
desirable that Parliament should be pro-
longed to that limit. There are many rea-
sons of great importance why such should
not be the case; the disturbed state of the
world is a sufficient reason, especially when
the intercsts of the British Empire are con-
nected with a great deal of that disturbance,
and it would be most unwise if we were to
have a parliamentary election in the middle
of the summer, after the life of Parliament
had lapsed, instead of having our house
in proper order while the life of Parlia-
ment still exists. If we were to sit up
to the last moment discussing estimates,
discussing the expenditure of public
moneys and discussing these questions up to
the very last moment that the life of Parlia-
ment existed and were then not dissolved, t0
be called for an election at any time at all, I
think that it would be a very grave and im-
proper proceeding under existing circum-
stances ; that it would be most desirable that
this remedial bill, which willtakealong time,
should be discussed, and as soon as possible
after that has been disposed of, that an
appeal should be made to the country and
the expenditure involved in all the
necessary public works of the countrys
should be the result of the deliberation
of a new Parliament and not ©
the present dying one. With all these im-
portant questions infringing upon the time
that should be taken for the deliberation of
those questions, the question of the cost of
an extra session is a secondary one. The
country has lost nothing by the delay in con-
sidering this remedial legislation, and the
question of cost in litigation foreshadowe
in the extracts I have read shows how neces
sary mature deliberation is for a properunder
standing of all the points. It isfor all these
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‘e&SOns, hon. gentlemen, that I ask this
. g ’
questlon.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
h?pe the Government will be able to lay the
bil} before Parliament on Monday or Tues-

2y next at the latest..

The Senate then adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Monday, 10th February, 1896.
, THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o clOCk.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE OTTAWA CANAL.
MOTION.

Hon, Mr. CLEMOW moved :

That an humble Address be presented to His
lﬁ:ellency the Governor General ; praying that
beforEXCellency may be pleased to cause to be laid
estime the Senate, copies of all maps, reports,
ates, &e., regu.rdmg the Ottawa Canal, and
:l?:cmll_y those of T. C. Clarke and Walter Shanly ;
tion COPies of all correspondence, petitions, resolu-
ﬁlel(lis' Feports and other papers which have been
ang é‘lt‘lh the Honqurable t'he Minister of Railways
Tea] (‘;-na.ls, regard‘mg and in favour of the Mont-
» Ottawa and Georgian Bay Canal.
o He said : This subject, as you krow, has
U8aged the attention of this country for
czer forty years, but owing to various eir-
1,'hulstél-nces, the project has not received
¢ attention which I think its importance
:ﬁe“t& It has not been taken up owing to
we fact that the finances of the country
- "0uld not admit of the expenditure involved
i Carrying out the enterprise. Still, the
th Portance of the project 1s so great that
att? time has arrived now when it demands
a (fntIOn. In 1856 the route was surveyed
in . Plans and specifications were prepared
&ng‘ very careful manner by Messrs. Shanly
i Clarke. At that time a contract was
L&en for a portion of the work between
foy ¢ Deschenes and Chats Lake, but it was
8 at that time that the cost of ex-
" Z“tlng the rock with powder, which was
thgtoply explosive then used, was so great
1t was impossible to continue the work,

nd ;t was abandoned for the time being

after the expenditure of a considerable
amount upon it. Of late years the project
has been revived, and is now engaging the
attention of the leading capitalists, bankers
and Boards of Trade throughout the
Dominion. They entertain such a favour-
able view of the enterprise that in 1894 it was
considered expedient to obtain an Act of
Parliament indorporating a company to con-
struct this work. The company is now pre-
pared to proceed with the enterprise, and
when I furnish the facts now available
and show the opinions of engineers and
scientific men as to the feasibility and neces-
sity of the canal, I think there will be but
one opinion in the country—that this work
should engage the early consideration of the
government. It is a route which will con-
nect the seaboard with the Great Lakes,
having its western terminus on the Georgian
Bay. It will furnish a channel for the
transportation of the cereals of our great
North-west at a very considerable decrease
in the cost of transportation as compared
with existing routes. I have figures to sub-
stantiate this claim and which will convince
everyone of the great advantage which the
opening of this route would effect. It will
soon be an absolute necessity, if the develop-
ment of the North-west is to continue at its
present rate of progress. Last year we pro-
duced 85,000,000 bushels of grain, and I
have no doubt that before ten years the
production will have increased to probably
seven or eight hundred millions of bushels.
The moving of such a vast amount of freight
will tax the capacity of all the existing
means of communication, and will render
this outlet by the way of the Ottawa River
necessary to perform such a gigantic work.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—That is a
Tupperism.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—Hon. gentlemen
may laugh, but my predictions in the past
have been pretty well verified so far as
they have gone, and I believe that my
predictions as to the future of the North-
west will be realized. I may not live to
see it myself, being an old man, but there
is a probability that some of you who hear
me to-day will witness it. This work should
have been undertaken years ago, but the
overwhelming influence of the St. Lawrence
interests has been so great that too little
attention has been paid to the Ottawa
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country. I hope, however, for a better
state of things, and I hope the country will
feel the very great necessity, from an im-
perial and colonial point of view, of under-
taking this work. We have had a war
scare lately, and in the event of war this
canal will provide a safe route for the
transportation of munitions of war and
vessels of war for the purpose of
meeting the enemy in the Upper Lakes,
which is a great consideration in favour of
this canal. When the Rideau Canal was
built in the commencement of the century,
it was intended more for the defence of the
country than as a commercial route. Still, it
did a great deal of good commercial work, and
also some work from a military point of view.
I remember in 1837 and 1838 this canal
was largely used in the transportation of
troops and military stores, and therefore I
think, as the old Duke of Wellington used

to say, it is sound policy in time of peace to.

prepare for war. I see no better means of
doing this than by building this Ottawa
canal, I hope the project will not be side
tracked any more. We have had many
difficulties to contend with in this section of
the country, but this enterprise will open up
a vast section of country and will be a great
backbone for the Dominion. Therefore, I do
hope and trust that the matter will be taken
up. A very important deputation intend to
interview the government next week, 1
believe, for the purpose of laying their views
on this project before them, and I have no
doubt they will give the company all-the
assistance in their power. The Ottawa Canal
is a work destined to be of great value in a
variety of respects. I cannot over estimate
the importance of this route to the entire
Dominion. In fact, we are at the mwercy of
our foes, because we have foes w tkir and
without, and this will remove to a great ex-
tent the possibility of having a wpuure,
particularly with our neighbours on the other
side of the line. Taking all these mattersinto
consideration, with the evidence which I will
produce before you to-day, I think you will
come to the unanimous conclusion that this
work, above all others, should be undertaken
at the earliest possible moment. I believe it
can be constructed at a much less cost, as
compared with the estimated cost of former
years. We know that dynamite and other
explosives at the present time are of such a
character that that hard rock at the Chats
Canal would not be able to stand its power.

Under variouscircumstances and under every
point of view, I think this matter should
receive thefavourableconsideration of Parlia-
ment, as I believe it does pretty generally
the unanimous approval of all sections of the
Dominion. Meetings of boards of trade have
discussed the project and there has been but
one opinion expressed, that it is a work which
will contribute more to the prosperity of the
country than anything in the past. We have,
of course, always remained aloof, we have
always given way and allowed other great
works to be proceeded with. It was not
altogether our wish, but it was a circumstance
over which we had no control ; we gave in
and assisted, as far as we could, in
prosecuting every public work which has
been undertaken in this country. The
Sault Ste Marie Canal, the Welland
Canal, the Canadian Pacific Railway,
and all these great works have taken our
attention and have prevented this other,
more important than all, from receiving due
consideration. In the old days, when Sir
John Macdonald was leader of this govern-
ment, thirty years ago, he took a very lively
interest in this question and gave it all the
support that was in his power; but, owing
to financial difficulties and circumstances
which I have related, it was utterly impos-
sible for him to carry it out. But, I believe,
if he were living to-day and found the
requirements so great as they are at the
present time, we would have his powerful
aid in carrying this project 1o a successful
termination. I will not enlarge upon the
subject just now, but I will read the
evidence of practical men—engineers and
societies, and men of note—to show their
opinion of the importance which this canal
will have commercially and from a military
point of view, respecting the defence of the
country, and when you hear that, I believe
you will agree with me that, this matter,
being one of such great importance, our
paternal government will take the matter
into their earnest consideration, and they
will do as they have done on previous
occasions, extend their powerful influence
and aid for the purpose of carrying it into
effect. I shall now tell you the opinion of
the engineers who took the survey in the
years 1858 and 1860 :—

As has been pointed out, Nature herself has
already dome the greater part towards providing
such a system of navigation on the Ottawa route;
and to much of the remaining distance, the con-



[FEBRUARY 10, 1896]

=

133

c‘uding words of the quotation are markedly and
pa'l'tlcula.rly applicable. Mr. Clarke, the engineer,
53ys, ““On"the greater part of the river where the
Water i3 required to be raised, the shores are bold,
0d the desired lift would overflow but little land.
r €fe we have only to raise the natural dams or
s:efs of rocks to the desired height by artificial
g.ll;uctures thus restoring a condition which pos-
tbly existed before the ceaseless rush of the waters
g}l; glacial action had worn the rock dams down to
. €Ir present state.” *‘Fortunately, every existing
)O'ldltxon favours this mode of construction  The
"ed of the river consists of hard crystalline rocks,
Worn smoth and gencrally free from boulders ; and
. eiteh shores of the same material rise abruptly on
2er side, diminishing the length of dam re-

Yuireq.»

Aud Mr. H. K. Wicksteed, C. E., says: “The
%l‘ea,te,- portion of the route is admirably adopted
o u waterway, having rocky walls which ap-
E&Oa'ch one another very closely at points, and
Jording magnificent opportunities for the crea-
‘00 of reaches of slack water by means of dams
8Cross the valleys of streams.”

. Walter Shanly, the prominent Canadian
8ineer, after a glowing eulogy of the physical
ha"ant&ges of the route, says: “To those who

Ve made the laws that govern the movements of
éstern traffic their study, I have it to estimate
coe heigl'lt to which Canada would be elevated in
hemmercla,l importance by opening through the
aha"t of her dominion a continuous navigation,
thof‘temng by fully one hundred and fifty miles,

® Shortest ‘water communication that now does
Wh ever can exist besides between tide-water,
e“ethel' in the Gulf of St. Lawrence or in the

Uary of the Hudson, and the broadest extent of

U growing country in the world.”

SPeaking generally of the system, Mr. Shanly

S that fully one fourth of what he classes in his
mi as the river navigation of the Ottawa route
&n(glht Justly be putdown as lake ‘‘having width

depth sufticient to admit half a dozen vessels
g as the Great Eastern running side by side.”
Urveys of the route were made as early as 1858-
under the directions of the Dominion Govern-
Dep,” plans and maps of which are now in the
Twpartment of Public Works of Canada.
lubo Plans of improvement of the navigation were
M Mitted, viz.: those of Mr. Walter Shanly and

ey,

fl'ex;;lT‘ C. Clarke. The latter resorted much more
by dy to improvement of the natural watercourse

4ms in preference to construction of canals ;
xlectﬂpl'odlwing long stretches of slack water con-
To th“i by locks at the points of greatest descent.
tray, 18 method the nature of the several rivers
vableemed, as already stated, is extremely favour-
amg. the banks being generally high, and the
Cl&r‘m’t of land flooded in any case small. Mr.
bety: €8 estimate called for 20 miles of canal
(exde‘“} Georgian Bay and Montreal at a cost,
‘319 ‘f_dlng Lachine Canal, already constructed), of
the’ H,GSO or about £2,400,000. His report is to
351_e ect that of the 430 miles total distance,
ang |, miles are already a good natwral navigation,
fect] €quire no improvement ; and that it is. per-
78-9;3’ Practicable so to improve the remaining
avi Miles ag to convert the wholeinto a first-class
“of eaga“?ll for steam vessels, and reduce the length
Iach!m“mg required to 20-82 miles exclusive of the

e canal. Adopting a 12-foot channel as

Yhyg

that best adapted to the route, his estimate at that
time (1860) was that the cost of completion of the
whole navigation on that scale would be less than
£6,000 per mile.

Several points are to be noted as affecting this
estimate : .

1. Since it was made the St. Anne’s and Gren-
ville canals have been enlarged to nine feet in
depth completing a channel of that depth as far as
Ottawa City, a distance of 116 miles. About
£1,500,000 have been spent to date on the improve-
ment of the navigation of the lower reaches of the
Ottawa River. While above the city of Ottawa
£80,000 have been expended on the Culbute canal,
the benefit of which the company will receive.

2. At the time of the survey, for many miles of
ita course, the route traversed an unbroken wilder-
ness, accessible in summer only by means of canoes
and in winter on snowshoes. Now the Canadian

’acific and other railways run contiguous to it for
380 out of the 430 miles, and afford the greatest
possible facilities for getting in all needed supplies.
Owing to this fact also work can be prosecuted to
advantage at numerous points at the same time,
and thus pushed rapidly to completion.

3. Improvement in methods and means of exca-
vation and canal construction since that time will
lead to a great diminution of the cost for work of
that nature. According to Mr. Clarke’s estimate
the total amount of excavation and dredging neces-
sary to complete a 12-foot channel is a little over
4,000,000 cubic yards. His calculations were made
on the basis that 2,370,190 cubic yards of rock ex-
cavation would be required at a total cost of
$3,940,875, being an average of $1.66 per cubic
yard. Warner Miller, President of the Nicaragua
C'anal Company, in a recent article on the Nicara-
gua canal undertaking, says: ‘“The cost of rock
excavation has been reduced in actual practice in
the great drainage canal now being constructed at
Chicago to less than thirty cents per yard.” Sup-
posing the excavation on this route, from the hard
nature of the rock met with, to cost twice that
much, or sixty cents a yard, there would still be a
saving effected over the original estimnate of over
$2,000.000 or £400,000, provided no additional ex-
cavation were found to be necessary.

Mr. R. Adams Davy, C.E., in reporting on the
project in November, 1894, from personal know-
ledge and examination of the route, and after care-
fully going over the several plans and surveys
made by the other engineers mentioned estimates
that the cost of construction for a canal of ten feet
draft should not exceed $15,000,000 or £3,000,000 ;
and that the time occupied in its construction need
not exceed three years.

While a channel of from nine to twelve feet
depth has been considered sufficient for present
needs, an important item in estimating the cost of
the work is the prospective cost of enlargement to
a ship channel of say 16 to 20 feet in depth when
the traffic shall demand it. On this point Mr. H.
K. Wicksteed, C.E., says: “The difference in
cost hetween a route for 18 feet navigation and one
for nine feet navigation is not nearly as great as in
ordinary cases. 1f made for the latter probably 75
per cent would be available for the former without
further improvement.” .

A route possessing such material advantages over
all others in point of directness, shortness, saving
of time effected, cheapness, and safety must be a
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strong competitor for through traffic from the day
it is opened, and wili at once absorb a large share
of the eastbound trade. Thus it must become the
great route for the grain traffic which has its
source principally in Lake Michigan and Lake
Superior ports, the latter alone sending out nearly
80,000,000 bushels a year of grain and grain pro-
ducts, an amount which will undoubtedly double
within 10 years. The diversion of grain traffic to
the Ottawa route must result in cheaper return rates
for freight from Montreal owing to the number of
vessels that would seek westbound cargo at that
point, while the operation of the same cause must
lower ocean rates to and from Montreal, since grain
would be shipped from that port in large quantities
that now finds its way to New York by rail and
the Erie canal. British and Canadian interests
would be best served by the Ottawa route, which
is preferable to all  others, in that they
one and all side-track Montreal for the hene-
fit of New York, while it directly tends to increase
the importance of Montreal as a distributing point
for the northern part of the continent.

1t is 575 miles from the entrance of Lake Michi-
gan to Buffalo, (which port of transhipment is 495
miles from an ocean port) ; while the total distance
from the same point of departure to the head of
ocean navigation at Montreal via the Ottawa is
only 635 miles. In other wordsa vessel leaving
Chicago would reach the Atlantic market at Mont-
real in 30 or 60 miles more than it now takes her
to reach Buffalo.

The distances between Chicago and Liverpool by
the several routes are as follows :—

1. Via Erie Canal,

Miles,

Chicago to Buffalo........... 920
Erie Canal to Albany......... 350
Hudson River to New York .. 145
New York to Liverpool....... 3,080
4,405

2. Via the St. Lawrence, i
Chicago to Montreal.......... 1,348
Montreal to Liverpool .. ... ... 2,800
4,148

3. Via the Ottawa,

Chicago to Montreal ......... 980
Montreal to Liverpool........ 2,800
3780

or over 700 miles less via the Ottawa route than
by way of the Krie.

3. Less canallingis required on the Ottawa route
than on any other. According to the plan sub-
mitted by Mr. T. C. Clark, C. E.. only 29 miles of
canal are necessary on this route as against 71 on
the St. Lawrence and 351 on the Erie. Estimating
one mile of canal navigation as equivalent in point
of expensc and delay involved to three miles of
open river and lake navigation, the routes will
compare as follows :—

From Chicago to Atlantic tide water, via

1. Ottawa route, 980 miles, (951 +(29x 3)=8T7)
equivalent to 1,038 miles of open river and lake navi-
gation.

2. St. Lawrence route, 1,348 miles, (1,277 +(71 x 3)
=213) equivalent to 1,490 miles of open rver and lake
navigation.

3. Erie route, 1,415 miles, (1,064 +(351x3)=1,053
equivalent to 2,117 miles of open river and lake navi-
gation,

4. Calculating the average rate of travel at four
miles per hour for canal and 12 miles for open river
and lake, the time consumed on the several trips
will be (allowing for lockage at the rate of 13
minutes per foot).

1. Via Erie to New York—

Miles. Hrs. Mins.
Lake and river. . 1,064 88 40
Canal.......... 351 (655 ft. lockage) 104 05
Total ...................... 192 45
2. Via St. Lawrence to Montreal—
Miles. Hrs, Mins.
Lake and river.. 1,277 106 25
Canal .. ... 71 (5533 ft. lockage) 31 35
Total ...................... 138
3. Via Ottawa to Montreal—
Miles. Hrs. Mins.
Lake and river....951 79 15
Canal............ 29 (666 ft. lockage) 23 55
Total . ..oveeeeeeee e 103 10

showing a saving of nearly four days over the Erie
route and one and one-half days over the St. Law-
rence.

The importance of this element cannot be over-
estimated. It has been well said by a writer on
the merits of the route, ‘‘In the present age it
will not do to expend as much time in running a
cargo to New York by one route as it would take
to reach Liverpool by another.” While a cargo of
grain shipped by the southerly route is losing
nearly five days in passing through the 350 miles
of the Erie canal, another shipped at the same
time via the Ottawa would be well across the
Atlantic on its way to Liverpool.

No great a saving ot time on each trip will per-
mit a larger number of trips to be made during the
season than by any other route. Mr. Shanly has
estimated this gain at two full additional trips,
while others have thought three probable. The
season on the Krie route is somewhat longer, but
since Montreal is practically the most northerly
point on the system, the length of season during
which the Ottawa canals will be open will be about
the same as that of the Sault Ste. Marie canal, or
an average of 210 days in the year. The propor-
tion of work in hauling of freight to amount o
capital invested in shipping, elevators, etc., being
materially increased by the added trips possible,
. there will be an important lowering of rates o
i transportation from this source.
| 5. The vital necessity of the grain export trade
is the cheaper transportation which the Ottawa
‘route can alone afford. Although the bulk of
| freight carried by railroads annually increases,
- and with it their expenditures, yet the amount o
iservice required to be performed to ensure the
{ same return grows proportionally larger, so that
. the ‘“additional receipts have failed to yield any
; additional profits.” A succinct explanation of this
“fact is offered by Mr. J. Law Crawford, when he
-says ‘‘ the root of the disease lies in the carriage o
i heavy non-remunerative freight.” It is this heavy

1
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ihgl cheaply-carried freight that adds most to the
ailrogq’s expense for maintenance, rolling-stock,
C., and taxes its capacity to the utmost, while
a Ing no corresponding addition to dividends.
Uit js precisely in relieving of railroads from
18 non-remunerative tratfic that waterways have
€Il most important function. For freight can
th“vays be conveyed by waterways at about one-
Ird the cost of railway transportation. While
1ee verage freight rates per ton-mile on seven
\):dmg trunk lines of railway in the United States
29“"?6“ Chicago and the sea-board declined from
o Mills in 1865 to 6 mills in 1888, lake rates have
"k ag low as one mill per ton-mile and river rates
twice that. And though freight has been

e Tried at the lowest remunerative prices under
Xisting conditions, and even sometimes at heavy
avss Owing to ruinous competition, in 1893 the
m_erage freight rate on American railroads was 9
S _per ton-mile, and that on eighteen of the
Neipal roads 8 mills. The average rates on
€at from Chicago to New York by the several
Merican routes for the last eight years have

A
beell (.

Ppri;

Cts. per bush.

. Via lakes and Erie Canal... 619
. Via lakes and rail. 8:96
. Via all rail routes.........

[ SR

fl.‘?la'king all due allowance for lack of return
Ehoghts at the outset it is calculated that wheat
l'ouum be laid down in Montreal by the Ottawa
te at a cost for transportation from Chicago not
t €Xceed three and one-half cents per bushel, or
lob and one-half cents per bushei less than the
h&vest prevailing rates. Experienced fowarders
llte estimated that arate of one and threg-qnarter
M, S per bushel between French River and
to Otreal will afford remumerative employment
;€8 consisting each of a powerful steam tng
biy, 1 convoy of three barges having a com-
a r:; Capacity of 180,000 bushels. This added to
frg, ¢ of 11 cents (or about 1 mill per ton-nile
thygy, oy PiCago to French River) would give a
a ) Ugh rate of only three cents, or nearly six cents
ti, '8hel less than the average cost of transporta-
You 0 Buffalo by the Lakes and then to New
%rk by rail,

- In'addition to all other advantages the Ot-
Qarr? Toute is safer than any other and freight
Msi%d through it will be subject to the least risk
Will o From the mouth of Lake Michigan vessels
mOH&aSS under shelter of Manitoulin Island to the
dang.. °f French River, avoiding altogether the
dap 528 of soathern Lake Huron, the shallow and
,ehtggerous Lake Erie, Lake Ontario, and the cur-
Lak, and shoals of the upper St. Lawrence and
the o St. Francis. From Sault Ste. Marie, with
r0utex°ept10n of a few miles on Georgian Bay, the
ougly , VI be on landlocked waters continu-
a¢ 3 o Montreal. Grain will not only be insured
thmu’"@mum rates on this route, but passing
’huchgh the cool deep waters of the Ottawa in so

i) Shorter time, will reach market in better con-

U
,ﬂn than if shipped by the Erie.
ity oo St. Lawrence route lies for agreat part of

try cz‘“'Se on the boundary line of a foreign coun-
arjg,*2d should difficulties with the United States
Would almost inevitably be at once rendered

useless as a weans of communication with the up-
per lakes. The remoteness of the Ottawa from
the boundary rendering it comparatively safe from
interference in case of international complications,
it would be of great military immportance to the
Empire, When once enlarged to 18 or 20 feet in
depth, a work which must inevitably be performed,
many of the smaller vessels of the British navy,
lightened of their guns, could proceed from Mon-
treal by its means to lake Huron, and thence
casily, from French River as headquarters, con-
trol Lakes Erie, Huron, Michigan and Superior.
appearing bhefore Chicago in {ittle more than o
hundred hours after leaving Montreal. The en-
largement or extension of any other route to the
neglect of this would only the more surely place
Canada at the mercy of the United States, but the
opening of the Ottawa could not fail to give her
a great advantage in the negotiation of future
treaties as to international waterways. And it
would prove not only a source of military strength
in case of war, but would be an indirect protection
by affording an additional incentive to the pre-
servation of peace, so firmly would its great com-
mercial importance to the Western States bind
them, in the furtherance of their own interest, to
such a policy as would ensure the freest possible
passage to their products on the way to Kastern
markets. Restrictions imposed on Canadian traffic
passing through the Sault canal have led to the
construction by the Dominion (Government of a
canal on the Canadian side of St. Mary’s River.
This canal, opened in 1893, cost $3,000,000, and
has one lock 900 feet long, 60 feet wide, and 20
feet 3 inches deep. Its completion when supple-
mented by the Ottawa River navigation will give
Canada an independent course to the sea entirely
through herown territory and the least subject to
interference from without of any possible route.

And the late Hon. Alex. Mackenzie, for some
time Premier of Canada, expressed himself thus in
an able address on Confederation: “I am con-
vinced that the true routefor a canal to the Georgian
Bay is up the Ottawa, because that would be giving
a great backbone to the country. If we had a fine
canal capuble of carrying vessels of war in that
direction, it would be a splendid means of defence,
as well as a great highway for the commercial pro-
ducts of the West.”

There is and long has been an active public
opinion in the Ottawa valley and elsewhere in Can-
ada in favour of this work and no dissentient voice
as to its feasibility and desirability. The Right
Honourable Sir John Macdonald, G.C.B., late
Premier of the Dominion, and the most eminent of
Canada’s statesmen, classed the opening of this
route as equal in importance with the building of
the Canadian Pacific Railway. ¢The Ottawa Ship
Canal and the Pacific Railway must be constructed
and no voice would be raised againsv the great
national work which would open the Western States
and the colonies to the seaboard,” were his words
on one occasiot. .

Hon. Alex. Mackenzie at another time said : ‘1
am perfectly satisfied that the Ottawa valley pre-
sents the greatest facilities of any route upon the
continent for the transportation of the products of
the North-west to the Atlantic Ocean.”

Hon. Joseph Aldric OQuimet, present Minister of
Public Works of Canada says: ‘Iam a believer
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myself in the feasibility of the scheme and its
financial success.”

Sir William Van Horne, of the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company, has expressed himself as being
favourable to the construction of the canals, in-
sisting that this is the natural route between the
upper lakes and lower St. Lawrence, and that it
should be opened at the earliest date possible.
And believes that the country would be greatly
benefited by it, and that it would be of great
assistance, and certainly no injury to his Comnpany.

Its importance as a factor in the development of
the (anadian North-west can hardly be over-
estimated. Mr. B. E. Walker, (ieneral Manager
of the Canadian Bank of Commerce, recognizes
this fact, as well as the financial importance of the
question of opening the route, in the bank's annual
report for last year. Referring to the wheat trade,
he says: ¢ Doubtless as with most of the world’s
products, the question is one of transportation.
The great question which is agitating many people
in Canada and the United States 1s the possibility
of a better water transit. Can we not improve
upon the Erie canal as a means of getting to the
sea-board ?  Are we to see the foreign-bound
tratfic of the upper lakes deported at Buffalo, or
are we to try and secure that tratlic, and what is
more important, provide the necessary cheaper
transportation to our North-west provinces?

Mr. A. M. Wellington, hydraulic engineer, and
one of the editors of the Engineering News of New
York, giving an opinion as to the feasibility of the
undertaking, says: My convictionthat the Ottawa
River affords the best opportunity on the globe for
a well-planued canal is a fixed one.”

General (afterwards Ficld Marshall the Right
Honourable) Sir John Michel, at one time Com-
mander in Chief of Her Majesty’s Forces in Canada,
several years ago in a public address at Ottawa
said : ¢ % believe that the ties which happily unite
Great Britain and Canada will be closer drawn by
the opening of this route. I believe that the com-
mercial development which would be produced
would be incalculable. Ibelieve that America and
Canada and consequently Great Britain would be
so commercially allied by the opening of this route
that the grand object of all true lovers of either of
these countries would be attained, namely the
certain peaceful dispersion of every little cloud
that might arise in the political horizon of North
America.” Speaking of the position of Montreal,
he further said : * You are placed in a position
held by no other city that I know of in the world.
You are placed on the only spot on a vast conti-
nent which can be made the receiving house of
one-third a continent’s exterior trade, and able to
despatch that third to Furope. But you are un-
safely situated. The grandroute to the sea by the
Ottawa and French Rivers should as soon as pos-
sible be undertaken, giving you a backbone of
military strength, and Dringing to your doors the
vast trade of the vaster west.”

A most significant feature of the export trade in
breadstuffs from this continent is the rapid increase
in shipments of flour, a fact clearly pointing to the
possibility of the establishment of a milling indus-
try of gigantic proportions on the Ottawa River
when its vast water power shall be rendered avail-
able, and at the same time given the best possible
shipping facilities by the opening of the shortest of
all routes to the sea.

p—— Pe———

With regard to the development of electrical
energy from the various water powers along the
route : ““ It would be difficult te find, on this con-
tinent at any rate, a similar succession of water-
falls along a like distance, and through a country
so well favoured for manufacturing purposes. With
the methods of long distribution of the electric
current that are now beirg perfected by Tesla and
others, there is no reason why sufficient energy
should not be generated along the Ottawa and its
tributaries, not only for local purposes along the
route, but for the operation of the Canadian Paci-
fic and Canada Atlantic and Parry Sound Rail-
ways between Georgian Bay and Montreal.”

At the present time when the application of
electric energy to the processes of manufacturing
and to transportation, heating, lighting &c., i8
making rapid strides every day, it would be rash
to attempt to treat in any other than the most
general way the subject of the value of the enorm-
ous water power on the Ottawa River and its
tributaries for the generation of this force. There
seems little reason to doubt that wherever water
power is readily available it will in the near future
be turned to account in this way, superseding
steam in most of its ordinary employment as a
motive force. In the hydraulic powers along its
route therefore, there is every reason to beheve
that the company will be possessed of a resource
of inestimable value.

Nor is the diversion of an existing traffic of such
immense and rapidly increasing proportions the
only prospective source of trade along the route,
for its opening will develop resources of inestimable
richness. Bouchette, writing in 1832, estimated
that the Ottawa valley is capable of supporting
8,000,000 people ; its present. population is about
400,000. In salubrity of climate, fertility of it
well watered valleys, transparent purity of it8
trout-tilled lakes and brooks, wealth of mines anc
forests, and variety and value of resources no like
tract of country in Canada can surpass it. Thus,
vessels carrying grain eastward would find return
cargoes of lumber for lake ports. Chicago is the
great centre of distribution for lumber on the con-
tinent. As long ago as 1883, according to a speech
delivered by Mr. Joseph Tassé in the Canadian
House of Commons, its receipts by lake and ral
were 1,909,910,000 feet, of which more than 1,065,
000,000 were re-shipped, railroads receiving
$4,000,000 and ship owners $3,000,000 for trans-
portation. The route passes through the heart of
one of the richest lumber districts of the continent-
Michigan and Wisconsin pine woods are being
rapidly exhausted and a large traffic in lumber
must be developed along this route from the heavily
timbered districts of northern Ontario and Quebe¢
to Chicago and other lake ports for distribution t0
the great prairie States of the west.

The country passed through possesses not only
vust stores of pine, but also maple, spruce, hem”
lock, poplar, balsam, white cedar, tamarac, birch
beech, oak, elm, ash, basswood, and other woods
of commercial value and used in rapidly increasing
quantities in the manufacture of furniture, finish:
ing of honses, making of pulp, &c. "The growth of
the last named industry has been very rapid, an
low freight rates would create new facilities for it8
successful carrying on. Thus the exports from
Canada of wood pulp have increased from nil 12
1889 to $386,092 in 1893 and those of wood fof
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Pulp from nil to $455,893 during the same period.
Millions of acres of fertile land in Northern
Btario now covered with timber will with the
8dvent of cheap transportations fill up with settlers;
and in Algoma, Temiscamingue and Nipissing
18tricts many thousands of people will make
Omes.  Mining and smelting operations, the re-
Quirements of manufacturing, and of the population
U give rise to an ever increasing demand for coal ;
and an jmportant feature of the traffic in the near
Uture will he the carriage of coal from Lake Erie
Ports to poiuts on the system, and to French River
3843 coaling station for vessels engaged in the grain
Tade, with return traffic of lumber and ores from
€ rich timber and mineral regions along the route.

b Iing is yet in its infancy in the Ottawa country,
Ut researches made up to the present time have
8 'OWn it to be possessed of incalulable stores of
Minera] wealth. Within a few miles of the city of
"ttawa are ilnmense quantities of iron ore of great
Tichness, The nickel and copper deposits of the
Udbyry region are already famous; and at many
Points the Huronian formation which extends for
g distances hasheen found to abound in minerals.
Gold, silverbearing galena, zine, platinum, tin,
Olybdenum, graphite, apatite, mica and iron are
ound, and to some extent already mined. Fine
g""'mtes, sandstones, roofing slates, serpentine and
Olomitic 1narbles, etc., are among the non-metallic
;glneral resources of commercial importance await-
s tg development ; and the carriage of ores, building-
Olies, marbles, granites, etc., must in a short time

#ord the source of considerable revenue to the
Canalg,

T

lu he four items already mentioned, viz. : grain,
thmbel', coal and ores contain almost 90 per cent of
€ ltraffic of the great lakes, and the buik of the
¢ of the Ottawa route will no doubt be derived
the same sources.
1 he Ottawa River navigation system hasits out-
St at the port of Montreal, the head of Atlantic
&lfsan Navigation, there being a chz.mnel of 27 feet
th 6 inches in depth from that point eastward on
© St. Lawrence. At Montreal, it reaches :

Ta
fl‘gm

Pol' An ocean port over 300 miles nearer to Liver-
ol than New York is.

V2' The Grand Trunk, Canadian Pacific, Central
f'mont and connecting systems of railway to
in:: York, Boston, Portland and Halifax, and all
Tmediate points in New England, Quebec and

t gt .
herMarlmme Provinces.

N An existing waterway to New York via the
b;. Awrence and Richelieu Rivers, Lake Cham-
ﬂnﬁ\) and the Hudson River, the highway for the

er traffic from the Ottawa district to New

York
The

Poi construction of 32 miles of canal from a
Q) ot on Lake St. Louis to the level of Lake
‘n(';'mpla.m at St. Johns on the Richelieu River,
the t'heenlargement of the Champlain canal from
iveduth end of Lake Champlain to the Hudson
utee') n connection with the completed Ottawa
would afford a waterway between Chicago
With ew quk 70 miles shorter than the Erie, and,
the N 230 xr}lles less of canal, 100 miles less than
", Oute via the Welland canal and the Erie from
'ﬂileego and with 110 miles less of canal, and 230
'nile: Shorter than the St. Lawrence and with 45
€88 of canal. The respective distances be-

tween Chicago and New York, by such routes,
being as follows :—

>y

Lake
—_— Canal. | and | Total
River.
miles. | miles, | miles,
1. Via Ottawa and French
Rivers and Lake
Champlain.......... 120 | 1,288 1,348
2. Via Erie Canal and
Hudson River. ... . 350 1,065 1,415
3. Vie Welland Canal and
Erie from Oswego. .. 230 1,215 1,445
4. Via St. Lawrence route. 163 1,441 1,604

By the completion of such waterway in connec-
tion with the Ottawa route the distance from
Chicago to New England ports on the east side of
Lake Champlain would be lessened to 1,000 or
1,100 miles, with only 53 miles of canalling, as
compared with a distance of 1,300 or 1,400 miles
by the Erie, with no less than 420 miles of canal.

Now, hon. gentlemen, I have given you,
I think, some valuable information with re-
spect to the matter, and I hope the Govern-
ment will decide to have this work under-
taken at the earliest date possible. Tts ad-
vantages cannot be over estimated. In the
present condition of affairs I think it is well
worthy the attention and consideration of
every statesman in the country. It will
only take three years, and perhaps that
will be reduced by the new method of ex-
plosives.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The friends of the
commerce of Canada—and they mean, I
fancy, the whole Canadian people—are
under an obligation to the hon. senator from
the Rideau division for bringing prominently
before the notice of Parliament and the
people of this country, the many advantages
attending the construction of a canal via
the Ottawa River. It is a project as the
hon. gentleman has explained, which en-
listed the attention of the public men of
this country over 40 years ago. It is now
nearly 40 years ago since I, myself, took a
great deal of interest in this subject,
and a vote was obtained from the Par-
liament of United Canada with a view
of carrying out the work. The begin-
ning was made at the Chats canal,
and it was only the unfortunate depression
which set in 1858 and 1859 which preven-
ted the further prosecution of the work.
The advantages of this route were so nu
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merous that it was quite impossible for any
party to refute the many advantages that
would accrue to Canada and to the Gleat
North-west from the construction of this
canal. T will just mention one or two pro-
minent points, because my hon. friend from
the Rideau division has gone into it so ex-
haustively that it would be scarcely fair to
go over any of the ground which he has co-
vered. The distance from Chicago to Mon
treal which would be saved by the Ottawa
route would be 368 miles : but the saving in
distance really is a very smal: item in the
difference in value of the two routes. One
is a land-locked route. Those who have
traverstrd—and I daresay there are many
here who have—Lake Huron and Lake
Superior, and have gone up by the way of
St. Mary’s River, will remember that on the
North side of Lake Huron there are about
10,000 islands and from the time you leave
Sault Ste. Marie until you reach the city of
Montreal vessels taking the Ottawa route
would be entirely protected from storms,
passing between the islands on Lake Huron
and the north shore of Lake Huron, up
through French River, across Lake Nipiss-
ing and into the Mattawa, down
the Mattawa into the  Ottawa
and thence to Montreal. The advantage in
the way of protection to vessels is incalcul-
able. The insurance on vessels that
now take the ordinary lake route—that is,
coming fiom either the North-West or from
Chicago via Lakes Huron, Erie and Ontario
—1is very great. The amount paid for
premiums is extremely large. I have not
the figures before me at the moment, because
I was not aware that this motion was coming
up to day, but it would pay a very large pro-
portion of the interest on the cost of the
work, in the fall of the year more par
ticularly. In the months of September
and October the gales on Lakes Erie and
Huron particularly are very severe. The
problem of cheapness in transporting the
wealth of the Great North-West — not
only our Canadian North-west, but the
United States North-west—is to-day en-
gaging the attention not only of Canada
but of the United States. It is very well
known that there is a joint commission sit-
ting at the present time with a view to dis-
cover by what means the cheapening of the
carriage of graiu can be best reached in order
to warrant the further growth of grain in
tha North-west. We know, to-day that a

very large amount of grain, both in the
Canadian North-west and in the Northernand
‘Western States, will not be moved in conse-
quence of the actual cost of transportation.
The production of corn alone in the Western
States this year reached the enormous quan-
tity of 2,500,000,000 bushels, and a com-
paratively small proportion of that will ever
reach tide-water, owing to the very great
cost of transportation. A saving say of five
cents per bushel on a hundred million bush-
els would mean five million dollars, which
would be an enormous item. If we could
save even three cents a bushel to the farmers
of the North-west, we should have gained
immensely. The increase of even that small
amount would be a great boon to the pro-
ducers in that country. The city of Mon-
treal, of course, is the point that would be
most largely benefited, because the city of
Montreal is nearer to tide-water from the
great North-west than is the city of New
York. Taking Chicago and New York as
points, and Chicago and Montreal as points,
the difference in favour of Montreal
is 520 miles. There is that saving in dis-
tance. There is the advantage of being
land-locked, and therefore the enormous sav-
ing of insurance. There is the advantage
of vessels of a smaller calibre having the
opportunity of being employed as between
the land locked channel and the great
lakes. Now,it is a very singular circumtances
that the early discoverers of this country
were all aware of the best routes to be taken.
The Hudson Bay people invariably took the
Ottawa rou'e ; they took the very route we
are now discussing from the city of Montreal,
ascending the Ottawa River and into the
Mattawa, through Lake Nipissing and down
the French River into the northern part of
Lake Huron and through the land-locked
waters T have described, to Sault Ste Marie,
and thence to Fort William. That was the
route taken 270 years ago by Champlain.
He was guided by a Huron. That was the
ordinary, recognized route. We do not seem
to have been able to improve upon the
knowledge that those who occupied or lived
in this country centuries ago possessed. The
only reason why this work was not gone on
with, as I explained, was the embarrassment
in which United Canada was, because of the
work to which the country was committed.
We expended a considerable sum of money
on the Chats Canal, but were unable to go
further on account of that embarrassment.
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Canada was paying eight per cent for money,
a0d to.day she pays less than half of that ;
S0 that the raising of the money to-day would
Cost this country less than it would then

Y 50 or 60 per cent at least. Another reason
Was that the people of Canada who lived

along the $t. Lawrence and the great lakes '

Were asking for work to be done, and much
8reater interest was taken in thedevelopment
canals along the front. The Ottawa

fountry had, at that time particularly, very '

‘8W representatives. There were none above
€ county of Pontiac. The gentleman who
Epl‘e%ented that county at that time, John
8an, took a very warm interest in that
Project, and it was largely due to him and
;’ ¢ Hon. John Young, and some other lead-
g representatives from Montreal, that the
Mtention of Canada was at that time directed
the importance of this work, and then, I
Eﬁesﬂme, one of the reasons why it was
OWed to linger was because Canada had
0 €mbark in the expenditure due to the
~rection of the government buildings here.
At was a considerable item in those days.
o‘fiﬁly, possibly, with our improved financial
Position, it would not be a stumbling block
Ut at that time it was used as an argument,
at the Ottawa district was being largely
Defited by the construction of the parlia-
®0t buildings, and therefore the canal
Project, should be postponed. The time has
.O% come, I think, when we should be amply
stified in making the fullest inquiry into the
®asibility and the cost of the work. The
;‘0 les which have been already prepared
&re“ld be material of some value, but there
) One or two points which would require
]&rvlng. The country since that time has
NSl filled up.  On'the north side of Lake
NOPISSlng a town has grown up known as
in 'th Bay, and other towns are spring-
Pegt' up. I am speaking subject to cor-
on, but there may be difficulties in
d'g Way of the construction of dams which
1ot exist 35 or 40 years ago.  That, of
nou:ise 18 a very important point, but I have
“oubt that with the skill which hydraulic
8lheers possess, even that difficulty might
theo"ercome. I have no doubt that when
Withpapers come down they will be read
whicha good deal of interest. It is literature
eateq at this period, those who are inter-
tak; In the commerce of the country are
she lllg a very deep interest in, and we
Uld al] be obliged to the hon. member for

the Rideau division for having brought it so
prominently under our notice.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I do not like to
allow the discussion raised by my hon.
friend on my left to pass without making a
few remarks with regard to the question.
I am always glad to lend my support to the
construction of those useful public works,
upon which the development of Canada de-
pends, and more particularly, coming from
the North-west, we, as producers in that
great country, are interested in anything
that will promote cheaper transportation,
more direct routes, and better facilities for
the increasing traffic which we hope will
take place annually. The route which has
been the subject of discussion to-day is one
of very great importance, not only to our
North-west country, but it is of importance
for the development and the carriage of the
grain which comes to Chicago and Duluth,
two collecting points, for the immense prai-
ries to the south of our boundary line.
Unfortunately, we have experienced, for the
past few years, that we have not been able
to attract any very measurable quantity of
the transport of this heavy produce, which
is a direct loss to the country in conseguence.
What the reasons are, the people of the
country themselves must be the best judges.
That our own grain from the North-west
Territories does not reach the British mark-
ets for which it is destined, through Cana-
dian ports, is a remarkable point ; that
while we are constructing public works while
we are attempting to develop our country
and open up new channels, yet two-thirds of
the grain of our North-west Territories and
the Province of Manitoba shipped to Eng-
land for consumption, go through the
port of New York, instead of Montreal.
There is something wrong when that is the
case. I asked for information with regard
to the exact figures in order that I may be
able to discuss that question, and ascerbaip
why it is so. But the development of this
canal route that is now before us is an addi-
tional incentive for us to take such measures
as will give us a route through Ca.naduz.n
territory and a magnificent outlet by the St.
Lawrence River, one of the important chfm-
nels of communication—if not the most im-
portant channel of communication—between
that great empire to the west of us and the
Atlantic seaboard. My contention, as hon.
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gentlemen always know, is that the freight
rates to the Atlantic are the stumbling
block, that it is utterly impossible for us to
make any considerable improvement, to
afford any additional facilities for the trans-
portation of the western products, be it to
Duluth, Port Arthur or Chicago, unless the
conditions under which we conduct our
.commerce are changed. The absolute neces-
sity of having the ocean transport at those
ocean ports, for the purpose of taking away
the grain, is the only intelligent basis upon
which we can solve this question. It is ut-
terly impossible for us to draw the trade
away by canal or by any other source, unless
we have facilities, through the developinent)
of our commerce under more liberal trade
lines than we are pursuing to-day, or that
we can hope to make a financial success
of the construction of the canal
that is under consideration. We have
however, an additional incentive in the
opening up of this canal, and that is
that along its whole route are magnificent
water-powers, which can all be developed
for commercial purposes. It is practicaliy
the boundary line between the province of
Quebec, for the larger portion of the dis-
tance,and the province of Ontario, and to the
north and south on the streams that run into
it there are also many valuable water-powers.
These can be used for the internal develop-
ment of the industries of the country ; but
they still hang fire, and will remain unused
so long as the commercial conditions under
which we are operating to-day exist; at
least that is my presentation of the case.
Nevertheless, the very fact of our trying to
bring these water powers and this new line
of communication into operation, is one of
the best evidences that the people of
Canada at any rate are desirous, according
" to the light they possess to-day, of doing
their utmost to further these magnificent
and necessitous public works.

The motion was agreed.

THE STANDING COMMITTEES.
MOTION.

Hon. MACKENZIE BOWELL

moved—

Sir

That the name of the Honourable Mr. Prowse be
substituted for that of the Honourable Mr. Fergu-
son (P.E.IL) on the Standing Committee on Divorce,
and that the name of the Honourable Mr. Ferguson
(P.E.1.) be substituted for that of the Honourable

ing and Commerce, and that the name of the
Honourable Mr. McClelan be substituted for that
of the Honourable Mr. Arsenault on the Standing
Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbonrs.

He said : The Senate will remember that &
mutual arrangement was made between the
Hon. Mr. Prowse and the Hon. Mr. Ferguson,
in connection with the Divorce Committee.
The addition of Mr. Arsenault’s name to
the Committee on Railways and Canals was
made under the impression that the com-
mittee was not complete as it was printed
in the minutes, but on looking at the report
of the committee which drafted the com-
mittees, we found that Mr. McClelan’s name
was among the number, which completed
the committee, and in order to carry out the
intentions of the selecting committee, the
change is now made.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN-—-With regard to
the substitution of my name for that of my
hon. friend from Prince Edward Island, it
is not done on any suggestion or applica-
tion from myself. I was quite aware that
originally my name was on that committee.
I noticed afterwards that it was omitted,
but I had no feeling about the matter—I
understood that it was a printer’s blunder
in all probability, but I had no desire to
interfere and have it changed.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate then adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Tuesday, February 11th, 1896.

Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

RELIEF FUND FOR THE NORTH-
WEST TERRITORIES.

INQUIRY.
Hon Mr. PERLEY inquired—

If during the visit of the Honourable Sir Mac-
kenzie Bowell and the Honourable Mr. Daly t0
Regina, last summer, or at any subsequent period,
did they promise the North-west Territories Exe-
cutive, or the Lieutenant-Giovernor of the North-

Mr. Prowse on the Standing Committee on Bank-

west Territories, that the sum of $25,000 would be
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Ell]“ed in the Estimates to recoup the Executive of
x f. North-west Territories for moneys spent for
llef purposes, so-called, in West Assiniboia ?

He said: T have but a remark or two to
ake, which will depend upon the answer
Which T receive to the question.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
May inform the hon. gentleman that the
uestion to which he refers was freely dis-
Cusged by Mr. Haultain, Mr. Daly and my-
Wl when we were in Regina lust summer.
\899 discussed not only the question of the

49,000, but many other questions affecting
® government and management of the
Orth-west Territories. Mr. Haultain and
t.hs colleagues—for he was not alone when
the conversation took place—were informed
3t any representations which they had to
Hake to sustain the claim that they say they
™ Ve for an additional grant, would be duly
€ighed and considered by the Government.

ylon. Mr. PERLEY —I wasinformed that
. Haultain, during the session of the
th°""'h-west Assembly, made the statement
at the hon. Premier had promised the
25,000, In that way he was enabled to
Sarry through the estimates. That state-
0% was made, not only upon the floor of
® Legislative Assembly, but in different
::etlons of the country—that the Govern-
nem’ had promised them $25,000. I am
b surprised at the answer, since I have
1 that there is no provision in the esti-
%%es for that sum. The reason that I
Mected the name of the Lieutenant-
6 OVernor with this matter was because of
N Policy announced by the government.
the 2ught it would be necessary to couple
a © Name of the executive and the Lieuten-
Onge, O Vernor in putting the question in
tro ¥ 10 get a complete answer. The coun-
h?; Will be interested to know that there
]%lbeen a misunderstanding, and that the
Rott; authorities have not succeeded in
Deq g the $25,000 which they promised the
Ggpe would be given by the Federal
Vernment,
omﬁ""- Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
Rent) to notice that portion of the hon.
ant (fman’s answer relating to the Lieuten-
any overnor. I do not recollect having
Lig Conversation on this subject with the
toﬁ::en&nt-(}overnor ofthe North-west Terri-

CIVIL SERVICE SUPERANNUA-
TION.

MOTION.
Hon. Mr. POIRIER moved :

That an humble Address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor General, praying that His
Excellency be pleased to cause to be laid before this
House :

A return showing the names of all Civil Service
employees, belonging to the Secretary of State De-
partment, and to the Department of Agriculture,
who have been superannuated since the 1st day of
July, 1894 ; also giving their age ; the number of
years they have been in the service; their salary
and amount of superannuation allowance granted
in each case. ‘

In the case of employees not having reached the
full age of sixty years, or who had not completed
thirty-five years of service, the reasons for their
superannuation, and the report of the Treasury
Board in each such case.

Also the names, ages, and years of service of all
employees belonging to the aforesaid departments
to whom notice has been given of the intention to
dismiss or superannuate them.

He said :—Hon. gentlemen, I do not in-
tend to deal with this subject extensively.
It has beert brought before another House on
a previous year and dealt with extensively. I
simply wish to call the attention of the Gov-
ernment to the manner in which the Act is
being carried out in some departments. The
law is good enough, although it could cer-
tainly be improved upon, but in this case as
in all other cases, it is the application of the
law that makes the law either good or bad.
The Act may be perfect in itself, and very
objectionable in the way in which it is ad-
ministered ; a bad law in proper hands or any
law at all, may turn out beautifully—the com-
mon law in England for instance, the unwrit-
ten law. In this case, I believe the law is all
right enough. But I could not, for my own
part, endorse the manner in which it has been
generally executed, and especially of late
years in the two departments to which I have
referred in my notice. The Civil Service
Act, as hon. gentlemen are aware, dates
back to 1871. It was proper, I think,
that this Parliament should provide for its
faithful servants; and the Act worked
satisfactorily, until abuses have crept
in. In 1871, at the time of the passing
of the Civil Service Act, the superanua-
tion expenditure amounted to $12,800, but
we find that in 1894 the expenditure
amounted to $262,302. That is, there was
that amount pa,id in the year 1894
in superanuation allowances to retired
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officers. It seems at first sight extraordin-
ary that the fund should have increased from
$12,000 in 1871 to $262,302 in 1894. That
is made still more startling when we see that
while the total number of employés in 1894 is
4,685, of which 898 are in the inside service
at Ottawa, and 3,787 in the outside service,
598 of them are on the superanuation list.
That makes over one-eighth. Surely, hon.
gentlemen, it cannot be that one-eighth of
the civil servants are incapacitated from
doing their work. But such are the figures.
That state of things has brought adverse
commentaries and criticisms, and, I believe,
justly so, because there is, in my estimation,
no justification for it. True, the letter of
the law may warrant that, but I submit
that the Superannuation Act, when it was
passed, was not meant to have results such
as those T have just given. Now, hon.
gentlemen, $3,770,963 have been paid to
that fund between the years 1871 and 1894
—23 years.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—You mean paid out
to the retired officers ?

Hon. Mr. POIRIER—Yes, paid out
in annuities from superannuation funds.
The receipts in the same period have
been $1,239,094. Hon. gentlemen know
how the receipts are made out. A cer-
tain amount 1s taken from the salary
of each employé, and is put to a reserve
fund, from which it is afterwards drawn.
Employés having a salary of less than $600
paid to that fund annually 1} per cent, and
those having more than $600 pay 2 per cent
according to the original law of 1871, which
has been amended in some respects. That
fund accumulated has altogether produced
the sum of $1,239,094, leaving a net sum
of about $2,500,000 paid by the country to
the superannuation fund. I believe that is
too much. If there was a necessity for that,
it might not be too much, but I do not see
the necessity for it. It has been assumed in
many departments here that because the
Act says that when a person has reached
the full age of 60 years or 65, as the Act
now stands, he can be superannuated,
he should be in most cases super-
annuated. I submit that is not the spirit
of the law. That privilege is given in the
Act for the purpose of being used when
necessary, but not to be used in all cases,
or, I might add, to be abused. Now,

we all know that most of the work in the
service is routine work, intelligent work,
of course, and work in many cases very diffi-
cult to do, but mostly routine work. Now,
an educated man, full of health, when he has
reached the age of 60 years is certainly not
incapacitated from performing those duties ;
on the contrary I submit that most of the
employees here, when they are 60 or 65 years
of age are still able—perhaps better able—
to perform those duties than they were pre-
viously. We have in the Department of
Agriculture just now, a gentleman exceed-
ingly well fitted to occupy the position. He
has been head of the department fora year,
or perhaps less than a year, but what do we
see! An officer superannuated because he
was old, though he is hardly any older than
the present holder of the office, and
yet he is performing the work for which
the other gentleman is paid. And what is
the result? Two salaries instead of one.
If the one who was superannuated must be
there, and is the person that can and does
do the most responsible part of the work,
why not leave him there on his own salary,
and not have another gentleman fill his
place, and have two salaries instead of one?
I just instance this example to show how
what I consider abuses may creep in. But,
hon. gentlemen, that is not the gist of my
motion. In these cases, as I said before, the
law is there authorizing a certain mode o
dealing with the employés in the matter of
superannuation. The section of the Civil
Service Act which refers to the superannua-
tion is especially section 5 which with your
permission I will read. It isin chapter 18
of the Revised Statutes, the Civil Service
Superannuation Act :

The superannuation of every civil servant shall
be preceded by an inquiry by the Treasury Board :—

(a.) Whether the person it is proposed to super-
annuate is eligible within the meaning of this Act
and

(5.) Whether his superannuation will result in
benefit to the service and is therefore in the publi¢
interest, or

(c.) Whether it has become necessary in conse-
quence of his mental or physical infirmity.

The subsection is as follows :—

No civil servant shall be superannuated unless
the Treasury Board reports that he is eligible with-
in the meaning of this Act and that such super”
annuation will be in the public interest.

That is, he must have been ten years in the
service and have attained the full age of sixty
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five, True, the ministers by the 5th and

Other sections of the Act are given full power
% remove officials, but still I must say that
at power is qualified by these preliminaries
8et forth in the articles which I have justread
—-an examination and a report by the Treas-
ury Board, showing clearly that the intention
of the Act was that civil servants should
Only be superannuated when it was deemed
vantageous to the efficiency of the service
that that should be done, or when those
Servants become incapacitated mentally or
. Physically. Now, what is the fact? Wesee
N the Department of the Secretary of
State Jast year, on the accession thereto of
ehon, gentleman who has since become the
ead of another department, that employes
tween the ages of forty and fifty, persons
hat T myself know were in possession of full
Vigour of life, intellectual and physical, have
en put on the retired list. The object
3Pparently—1I am satisfied it was really the
Ject, too, in the mind of the hon. gentleman

0 did it—was economy. A servant is
Placed op the retired list and the office may
Temain vacant for a while, but we all
~BOW that it is afterwards filled, or generally
tis. In the event of the Liberals coming
W0 power, an event which I will not sup-
: %OSe is likely, we know what would happen.
hose people who are referred to in a re-
Markable letter written by Mr. Mackenzie
38 hungering after places, I have an idea
¥ould quickly fill those places. Whether
ey will be filled by the present adminis-
"ation or not, I do not know. The
®Partment of the Secretary of State last
®ar wag thrown into consternation, and
. whole Civil Service into a state of great
Dsecurity, The fundamental security which
Urservice has enjoyed was shaken ; a rumour
38 current at that time that the policy
® same gentleman was to go round the

i “Partments and superannuate employés
the prime of life for the sake of economy.
3.3t hon. gentleman was transferred to the
_ SPartment, of Agriculture and on his
t:“"al there T may say that the whole staff
eembled as to the result. They had good
%80n to tremble. I did not seek for infor-
atl‘n_l from the civil servants themselves,
% Wishing to compromise any of them, be-
*Use, it T could not help them, I did not
nog at all events to injure them. I have
ut gone to any of them for information,
out I believe it is true that a list was made
Without any inquiry by the Minister as

to whether it would tend to the efficiency
of the service or not and several from
among the employés have been told that
their services would have to be dis-
pensed with, .and among them I know
some that have not attained the age of
fifty, who are perfectly sound, mentally and
physically, and fit for the duties of the
oftices which they have filled, and those
offices have not been abolished. The work
which they have Dbeen and are doing,
will continue to be done. There are no
complaints against them. If they had not
performed their duty, there might have been
some reason for taking such a course, but in
some of the cases at least, there has been no
dereliction of duty on the part of the
employés. What is the consequence? The
security which prevailed in the Civil Service
exists no longer, and if, as is surmised, the
hon. gentleman carries out his policy in the
department, it is felt that the sword of
Damocles is hanging over everybody’s head.
Nobody knows upon whom it will fall. We
have boasted about the security of our Civil
Service—a fact which speaks highly for our
political institutions—that a party coming
into power do not act as they do in the
neighbouring republic and make a complete
sweep. I believe we have pursued a proper
policy towards our Civil Service, because the
Civil Service is a class by itself. I do not
say that many of them do not earn more
than they might earn if they were out of the
service, but we must acknowledge this, that
a civil servant is not in the position of
an ordinary citizen. The Civil Service
comes in as a fixture with every govern-
ment, and a Civil Service must exist.
Most of the employés being related to
the best families, being well educated and
being near the throne, must have allowance
which will enable them to figure with sume
show. Perhaps there are too many of them.
I do not deny that, but I say if there are too
many it is not altogether the fault of the
employés but of the government that appoint-
ed them, and when they are appointed
they should have the security of their office.
These civil servants are not in the position
of other citizens. When they enter the ser-
vice they have vo abide by the regulations of
the department, one of which is that they
shall not engage in other pursuits, so that
if they have a secure living they have no
chance of making money. That security is
one of the reasons, perhaps, why positions in
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the civil service are so much looked after—
at any rate the employés are not permitted
to engage in any other pursuit. There is a
covenant as between them and the govern-
ment that they should be left undisturbed in
their position so long as they perform their
duty. That has been so much the case that
the law provided for instances where an em-
ployé would have to be dismissed on account
of the abolishing of his office or for the sake
of efficiency and economy, but giving them
some material compensation, showing that if
civil servants have duties they have also the
rights and that due regard should be paid for
the security of their position. Section 11 of
the Civil Service Superannuation Act pro-
vides that—

If any person to whom this Act a{;plies is re-
moved from office in consequence of the abolition
of his office for the purpose of improving the
organization of the department to which he belongs,
or is removed or retired from office to promote
efficiency or economy in the Civil Service, the
Governor in Council may grant him such gratuity
or superannuation allowance us will fairly com-
pensate him for his lose .of office, not exceedin

such as he would have been entitled to if he ha

retired in consequence of permanent infirmity of
body or mind, after adding ten years to his actual
term of service.”

This clause shows distinctly enough what
the intention of the law is — that the
employé shall live securely in the office he
holds until he has attained the age of sixty-
five or until the office is abolished, or unless
he is incapacitated. You see the consequence
in the case, say, of an employé at the age of
forty-five. That man, on the security of
his office, may have undertaken, as many of
the employés in Ottawa do, to buy for him-
self a house. He may have growing boys
and girls to be educated, and he was count-
ing, and he had a right to count, upon a
certain income, because there was a coven-
ant between him and the Government about
it. Without any cause on his part, he is
thrown out of employment, dropping from a
salary of twelve or fifteen hundred or two
thousand dollars to an allowance of three or
four hundred dollars a year. That man is
too old to go to work and learn a profession,
or fall back upon a former occupation. We
all know the competition that exists in the
professions now. He has acquired easy
habits, which prevent him, after ten years
or more in the service, from engaging in an
active life which is necessary for one to make
his way in the world. On the other hand,

he feels that he is not old enough to be laid
on the shelf. It is a broken career—unne-
cessarily broken. I am simply calling the
attention of the Government to the fact, and
arguing against dealing in that rash manner
with faithful employés, even when they are
not absolutely necessary in the service. I
believe there are too many myself, but they
have not gone there entirely of their own
motion, but with the acquiescence of the
government, and, having entered the service
under a tacit covenant with the Government,
they should be left undisturbed until they
have attained at least the age of sixty-five. 1
do not believe the spirit of the law means
that when a man reaches the age of sixty or
over he must be put out of theservice. That
is the case in the army in France and Ger-
many, though I believe it is not the case in
England ; but a civil servant is not a soldier.
To be a soldier a man’s physical powers must-
be unimpaired, but it is not so with the
civil service. An employee of sixty-five or
seventy may be as able and useful—often
more so—than another at the age of forty or
forty-five. I do not for a mon.ent mean to
say that the minister (Dr. Montague) meant
to do an injustice in making these superan-
nuations ; on the contrary, I believe that
he meant simply to be economical. But a
minister entering a department is not,
like a squatter entering upon a new
block, to use it as he likes. As I said
before, there are rights pertaining to em-
ployés. A Minister entering a department
is not Louis the Fourteenth of France
entering the Assembly with whip and spurs
and saying “ L'état c’est moi” The plea of
economy is very fine and may be a justifica-
tion in some cases, but it is not a’ justifica-
tion in all cases. I read not long ago of &
very Christian lady in London, or perhaps
New York, who was exceedingly liberal in
her donations to bazaars and charities. She
had made for herself quite a reputation of
being very charitable, but alas, it was found
out that she was a kleptomaniac and most of
those articles which had been given in char-
ity bad been picked up from the public
stores. Her professed intentions were sup-
posed to have been very charitable ; but not
so with the court before which she was ar-
raigned. I know persons who have built up
for themselves reputations for virtue, re

virtue, actual virtue, [ will name one his-
torical person—the wife of Henry II. of
France—not the wife—I take the word
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back _ths mistress of Henry IT. of France. | the hon. gentleman at the earliest possible

I1“'““,}’ II. of France happened to have for
18 mistress the very same mistress that his
ather had—a family affair.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—A family compact.

. Hon. Mr. POIRIER—She had a great
lnf?Uence over her paramour. In order to

uild for herself a pedestalof pietyand virtue,
She would go and pick up heretics in the city
of Paris and have them burnt at the stake to
300w that she was a great religious soul.

0 doubt many persons thought that she was;

U6 history has not established that. I say,
Withoug making any insinuation, or making
4y undue comparison, that the policy which
COonsists of taking your neighbours’ goods and
Chattels, or rights and privileges, in order to

OW an economy for yourself will not build
8y durable reputation. There are other
da'.ys of diminishing the expenditure of the
-Partments. Let a man finish his career
10 the department, o long as he is able to

t}? . AndI say, and will say, referring to
N 789 employés that are on the retired list
Ow

they Perhaps not one-quarter of them went
fre willingly, but were forced there. I
Y, let the question of superannuation be
®alt with in the manner suggested. Let
i Man  complete the natursl score of
Le’ 80 long as he is able to do it.
%t these employés be undisturbed, and, hon.
8entlemen, you will gradually,in a short time
8%e such a saving as will balance the ex-
fﬁndlhuw for the superannuation fund, and
© revenue derived from cutting off of 2 and

(lli Per cent of the salary. But it is not by
tﬁa‘hng harshly with employés, or dismissing

th?m without an investigation of the case,
4t the Civil Service can be rendered more
tivc;ent‘ I may be wrong, but I was posi-
co ©ly told that the minister in no case did
8ult the deputy minister, but simply made
18t at hap-hazard, because he wanted to
€48 show of economy. That is not the

SPOper way, hon. gentlemen, of practising
li(;‘:nomy any more than that lady shop-

no er's way for being charitable was proper,
er for the mistress of Henry TI. to build for
drl‘self a reputation of virtue. Let us all

ou&w our virtue from ourselves, and not from
T neighbours.

htlon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--

ang ' is no objection to adopt the motion
lilang down the information asked for by

moment. No one can find fault with the
tone or the manner in which this subject has
been treated. It is one that has occupied
the attention of all Governments, not only
in this country but in older lands, where the
system of pensioning and superannuating
has been carried to a greater extent than
here. I frankly admit that there have been
abuses in the past of this, as of all other
laws. Whether the figures with which the
hon. gentleman sustains the charges he had
indirectly made are full enough to come to a
correct conclusion as to the actual operation
and working of the Superannuation Actisa
question that is open, not only to comment,
but to dispute. It may be true thatin 1871
the amount paid for superannuation was very
small. He admitted, while he made that
statement, that it was the year, or the year
after the law came into force, and con-
sequently had not the same application that
it had in 1894 and 1895. We must also
remember that about 25 years have elapsed
since that period, and that number of years
has been added to the age of many of those
who have been superannuated. And the
statement should be verified, that the
savings effected in the placing of clerks or
different officers upon the superannuation
list do not make up to a certain extent the
apparent deficiency which appears upon the
face of the figures given to the House. As
illustrating what I mean, in the city of Mon-
treal, the year before I left the Customs
Department, I reduced the annual pay-
ments by between $12,000, and $15,000
per annum, by placing people upon the
superannuation list, not one of which posi-
tions I filled ; whether any of them have
been filled since I am not at the present
moment able to say. Now that added a
larger amount to the payment out of the
superannuation fund, without any credit
appearing upon the face of the account for
the amounts that were received. The charge
made against me—and T am giving this as
an illustration of the working of the Act—
was, “Then you must have had t00 many
officers in the department.” I admit that
frankly, and it occurs very often in this
way, a man has been in the service for 30
or 40 years ; he becomes old, and he is not
able to do the work necessary to be done ;
younger men who are placed in the depart-
ment at a smaller salary, ranging from
$400 and $500 to $600, are actually
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doing the work of those who are re«lThe papers I think will show, when they

ceiving from $1,000 to $2,000 per annum.
Now, the younger man acquires sufficient
knowledge, and is sufficiently educated to
take the place of the man whose work he
has been actually doing, and the Superannu-

abling the Government to place that officer
upon the retired list, and thereby save his
salary.  You cannot always take a clerk who
is receiving a higher salary and dismiss him,
or put him on the superannuation list, and
put a new man in his place. You have to
educate the younger official. Then there is
always another difliculty. A man has been
in the service a long time and has fulfilled
his duties well. There is a hesitancy on the
part of any Cabinet Minister, who has any
feeling for his fellow man, to put him even
upon the superannuation list, much less to
dismiss him, but the necessities of the service

Then, again, there are many departments,
not only in the inside service, but also in
the outside service, where the work
actually requires a certain number of em-
ployés or officials, which department a
a few years afterwards may be completely
changed that they do not require them at all.
I know of many illustrations that I could give
as an evidence of the correctness of what I
say, particularly in the Customs Department.
Before the construction of railways, many
ports along the lakes and rivers required the
constant vigilance of an officer, to prevent
smuggling, and they were the actual ports of
entry for that section of the country. The
construction of a railway diverted the trade
from that point altogether, and thereby
rendered the services of the oflicials at these
particular points unnecessary. Now, you had
either to move those into other parts of the
service, where probably the office was full, or
you had to continue them upon the pay list
at a large salary when they were actually
doing nothing. I have placed officials on the
superannuation list myself that were receiv-
ing from 3800 to £2,000 a year and their
places have been filled by ofticers at a few
hundred dollars per annum. The credits did

come down, that the Minister was justified
in the course that he took. I have before
me a list of six who were superannuated in
the Secretary of State’s department and not

l'one of those offices has been filled, nor is it
ation Act was passed for the purpose of en-|

the intention of the Government to fill them.
I hope the time is not approaching, to which
my hon. friend referred, when a certain
party is coming into power who, he had no
doubt, would fill all those vacancies. It
does not follow that there is a vacancy be-
cause a man has been dismissed or because
he has been superannuated. He may have
been superannuated, or he may have been
dismissed because his services were no longer
required. The point raised by the hon.
mover of this motion as to the vested richts
of clerks is one that I am not prepared to
admit in connection with the management

 of the Government, no more than I would
are so large that they very often require it.

admit it in the case of a bank clerk or a man
working in any branch of business. There
is, however, this modicum of truth—1I should
say absolute truth—that when a man has
been in the Civil Service for a number
of years, it does unfit him, to a certain

extent, for the ordinary vocations of
life—just the same as a soldier. That is a
point that my hon. friend made. Recogniz-

ing that fact, the legislation of 1870 and
1871 established a system by which a
certain percentage of the officials’ salaries
should be placed to the credit of the super-
annuation fund, so as to enable the govern-
ment to prevent the retention upon the staff
of men who had become, to a very great
extent, useiess, by paying them a certain
sum of money. I do not wish to be under-
stood as arguing at the present moment in
favour of that system in any way. Whether
it is any credit to me or not—1I do not claim
it as a credit ; I took the other view at the
time. I argued in 1870 and 1871 in the
House of Commons, when the question was
under discussion, that a man entering
the Civil Service, should be in the same
position precisely as a man entering any
other vocation of life, and when his
services were not required, that he

not appear upon the fuce of the fxccountv,gsllou](i be retired the same as a merchant
while the charges appeared against the!would dismiss an employee in his establisb-

system as an expense.

T am merely giving . ment.

However, that was not the system

this explanation as to the working of the | that was adopted, and perhaps in that

Act.

Now, in the department to which | was alittle too radical in my ideas, but I am

my hon. friend has referred, T know that inot so sure I have changed them altogether

there has been a great deal of fault found. | yet.

I think there might be a different
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System adopted. It has its drawbacks and
1t has its benefits, and its principal benefit
18 that it enables the Government to relieve
the service of what might be called an in-
cubus upon the funds of the country by the
retention of officials who are not required,
or who, if required, were unable longer to
Continue their work. The parliamentary
legislation at that time provided for that
Point also, and they provided for it in the
very clause which my hon. friend read,
Which says that a clerk or an employé can
be retired from the service though he has
Dot served 35 years and though he may not
ave reached the age which, under the law,
Would enable you to put him upon the
Superannuation list—you can retire him
Upon the grounds of economy and efficiency
of the service.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER—Yes, but the com-
Pensation in that case —

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
es, I am coming to that. It also went
further, If the hon. gentleman will look at
the Public Accounts, he will find there are
Cases, and particularly at that period to
%hich my hon. friend referred, in which
Men were retired who had served but two
three and four years, with the addition of
®n years in the way of compensation for the
03s of the office which they had sustained.
ere is one remark made by my hon. friend
which T may very well take a little ex-
Ception—that is, that a large portion of
0se who are in the public service were
rought there—forced into it without at-
®mpting to get there themselves,

Hon. Mr. POIRIER—I did not mean
at: T do not believe I said that.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—

I Was going to say that that is not my ex-
Perience,

th

An hon, MEMBER—The hon. gentle-
Man said forced to superanuation.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—My
on. friend may be right about that. I do
Mot know of any officer who would want to
on the retired list, unless he intended to

80 into some other business. There are
Some, however, who do ask for it when they
Tive at a certain period of life. Now, six

10}

loutlay and the income.

in the Secretary of State Department have
been retired, and some of them not of the
age of 60. We have magde it 65 under the
new law, and, as the hon. gentleman may
remember, we have raised the percentage
contributed to the superannuation fund, in
order to avoid, as far as possible, the dis-
crepancy which appears to exist between the
Now, these offices
have not been filled, nor is it the intention
of the Government to fill them. Only one
official has been superannuated in the De-
partment of Agriculture, so far. The posi-
tion of the official superannuated has been
filled by one of the first class clerks in the
department. No new appointment has been
made ; the first class clerk’s position has not
been filled, nor is it intended to be filled,
simply for the reason that the work would
not justify it. Whatever other super-
annuations may be contemplated in
that department will be made for
the sole reason which I have point-
ed out; that is, with a view to a differ-
ent arrangement of the department, and for
the sake of effecting economy which I think
the House and country will justify. There
are no objections whatever to bring down
the papers;and I think when the papers
are brought down the reasons which induced
theTreasury Board to adopt the suggestion of
the Minister and recommend Council to place
these gentlemen upon the superannuation
list will be quite satisfactory to my hon.
friend and to the House, unless it can be
shown afterwards that the vacancies have
been made for the purpose of putting other
people into oftice. 'While the present Gov-
ernment controls the destinies of the country
and manages the departments, I can assure
him that that will be done. Unfortunately,
if his prediction should come true, and our
opponents should come into power, I cannot
say what my hon. friend opposite will do.
He might adopt the policy of our predeces-
sors, but I can only hope that he has more
regard for the efficiency of the service and
the public funds than to pursue a policy pf
that kind. We can only hope that he will
not be in a position to be tempted.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—When an employé
is superannuated, does he get any notice
beforehand, and how long before, that he is
superannuated ? I have heard-—but per-
haps I was misinformed—that people have
been superannuated who knew nothing
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about it two days before, and even a shorter
time than that.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
‘Well, the practice is, if you propose to put
a man on the superannuation list, to notify
him of the fact some months beforehand. I
believe the hon. gentleman is quite correct
in stating that in some cases very short
notice has been given, but I agree with him
that proper notice ought to be given to any
man in the service that it is the intention of
the government to dispense with his services,
and for many reasons which I might give.

Hon. Mr. POWER—The leader of the
House has given me an invitation to
speak on this subject; and I do not
think I should have said anything but
for that. The House is under an obligation
to the hon. member from Acadie for bring-
ing the question up, and particularly for
dealing with it in a temperate, clear and
convincing way. Speaking for myself, I do
not feel that the first minister has met the
speech of the hon. gentleman from Acadie.
1 sympathize with the hon. gentleman who
has brought up this matter. I find that
last session I moved a somewhat similar
motion in connection with substantially the
same subject. I did not make as good a
speech as the hon. member from Acadie has
done, but I did as well as I could at the
time, and it just strikes me—it may be only
a coincidence—that last session the dis-
missals and enforced superannuations took
place in the office of the Secretary of
State, which had very recently been ftilled
by a new minister. This session the com-
plaints come from the Department of Agri-
culture, which I understand, is now presi-
ded over by the same gentleman who last
year presided over the Department of
the Secretary of State. And the civil

servants, 1 think, have a sort of
feeling that this particular minister
is a sort of destroying angel, who

goes round slaying them by night without
any notice. That is one of the most
objectionable features in the case ; that in
some instances the first intimation that a
servant, against whom there was no com-
plaint, had of the intention to remove him,
was when he got notice that his services
had been dispensed with from the date at
which he got the notice. In one or two
cases I believe his pay had ceased a day or

two before he had received the notice. Now,
i T do not think that that is the way in which
| the business of a civilized country should be
conducted. Canada is a civilized country
and should be governed after the manner of
civilized people. I can understand, that if a
man is guilty of a serious offence, he should
be removed without any notice, but an otficer
who is doing his duty faithfully and to the
best of his ability, and doing it under what
my hon. friend called a quasi-contract with
the Government, should not be dismissed
without at least some reasonable notice.
The Hon. First Minister told us that he had
been opposed to the present civil service
system and the system of superannuation.
1 understood the hon. gentleman to say
that he thought the servants of the
public should be in the same position
as the employés of private individuals.
The hon. gentleman did, towards the
end, express a doubt as to whether perhaps
he was altogether right in that view or not.
I think the longer he considers the subject
the more he will be convinced that he was
not right in that view, because the public
service is different from the service of a
private individual or a private company, in
this way—a bank or a large manufacturing
company, or a large mercantile business is
conducted on strictly business principles.
The employés are taken into the service on
business principles, and are retained in the
same way. In the Civil Service, it is not
that way. The civil servant gets his ap-
pointment largely, as a rule through politi-
cal influence. I am not charging that as
any offence against the present administra-
tion—that is a general rule, unless you
have a system of competitive examinations
as they have in England, and as they begin
to have now in the United States. The
civil servant comes into the service as a
matter of favour. He, or his father, or bro-
ther, or some connection or friend of his,
has done the party in power good service,
and he receives the appointment as o conse-
quence. That is not the way in which a
man gets into private service. When 2
change of Government takes place and men
come in of a different shade of politics, na-
turally if the civil servants who are in the
service have no better tenure of office than
the employé of an individual, they will put
all, or nearly all, of them out, and put in
their own political friends. I do not think
that the First Minister would dream of in-
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troducing such a system as that. I am quite
Aware that in the department over which
the hon, gentleman presided so long, he did
Dot practise that system at all. T may say
—although it is not so strictly relevant—I
do not think that anybody ever made a
charge that the Department of Customs,
While presided over by the hon. gentleman,
Was materially influenced by politics, and
fl1!‘1iher, Ithink we all know that the hon.
gentleman conducted the busiuess of that de-
Partment with due regard to economy. Ido
Dot think one can say the same for all the
on. gentleman’s colleagues. I am not going
discuss the matter —there is no use going
Over again the ground which has been gone
Over by the hon. gentleran from Acadie at
all, but, there is just one point with respect
% bank clerks. The First Minister said
that the civil servants should be treated as
ank clerks. A young man who goes intoa
ank, has a reasonable security that he will
continued in the service of the bank
While he is able to discharge his duties
efficiently and conducts himself properly,
and further, I think in nearly all the banks
JJ€re is a system of superannuation, so that
U the business of the country is to be con-
Ucted as the business of the bank is, I, for
One should not be dissatistied at all. With
Tespect to the Department of Agriculture,one
Or two ohservations suggest themselves. TItis
Quite true, as the hon. the First Minister
§ said, that only one permanent officer has
been dismissed, but it is one of these open
Secrets, which are so very numerous, that
€ intention was to dismiss a very consider-
able number of officers in that department.
ne good effect of bringing up this matter is
atthe discussion in this House will have a
1"""1f1€=ncy, perhaps, to prevent the removal of
©Serving officers without notice and with-
Out cauyse, I have been informed, in the
fla"ne way as the hon. gentleman who intro-
Uced the iatter to the House, that the
. €puty Minister had nothing to do with
“commending a number of these superan-
Mations ; and 1 can readily understand it,
w}ffiuse the Government adopted a policy
Ich ‘T think is objectionable. They
w'i?ught a gentleman here from Winnipeg
0 had had no previous experience in de-

o Tmental work, and put him at the head
the department, and as a matter of fact,

© Minister himself, with some assistance
s er than that of his deputy, mnust have
Clected the victims who were to be

decapitated. I do not think that it is
an admirable practice, and I hope it will
not be repeated. With respect to what
took place under the previous admin-
istration, I do not think it i3 necessary
to say much. We are dealing now with the
present and not with things which happened
twenty years ago, and if the administration
of twenty years ago did things which were
not to be approved of, that is no reason why
we should do the same thing to-day. Ihave
no recollection that the hon. gentleman de-
fended the action of the administration
twenty years ago.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.—No.

Hon. Mr. POWER.—Then I do not see
why the conduct which he disapproved of
then is to be taken as an example by him
to-day. If one looks at the total figures, the
figures of superannuavion in 1878 and 1895
form a striking contrast, and as I showed
last year, the total cost of Civil Government
had increased 70 per cent since 1878, which
does not go to show that the people of that
day were so very extravagant. It goes to
show that the people of the present day,
who said the administration of 1878 were
extravagant, have themselves been very
extravagant indeed.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.— The general
ground taken by my hon. friend, the Leader
of the House, in discussing the question that
the superannuations proposed and made in
the department referred to, have been made
in the interest of economy, has not been,
very successfully controverted by the hon.
centleman who has last addressed the
House, nor has it after all been assailed
by the hon. gentleman who moved the reso-
lution. The general trend of this discussion
only proves the truth of the statement,
which T believe Sir John Macdonald made
in the first instance, that economy is a very
popular thing to talk about, but it is a very
unpopular thing to put in practice. The
general ground which the Government take
on the subject is that these superannu.a.txons
that have been made were made in the
interest of economy. It has mnot been
alleged that any of these positions that
have been referred to have been filled
up to the present time, or that it is the
intention of the Government to fill them.
That being so, hon. gentlemen will give the
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government the credit of having the interest
of the country at heart in making the
changes which have been spoken of. And
while discussing in a general way the
general subject of superannuation, like the
leader of the government I have no fault to
find with the manner in which the subject
has been presented by the hon. gentleman
who made the motion nor even with a great
deal that has been said by the senior member
from Halifax, still we must bear this in mind,
that the present government two years ago
made some very important changes in the
Superannuation Act, changes which will bear
fruit more in the future than at the present
time. Under the law passed some two years
ago, provision was made that those coming
into the service after a certaim time should
pay a larger contribution to the superanna-
tion fund than those who had been previously
appointed. It was the desire of the govern-
medt to make this provision more general
than it is, but it was hold that it might
almost be regarded as interfering with
vested rights, and it was thought only
proper to make it apply only to those who
enter the service after the date which was
fixed in the Act. There was another pro-
vision in that Act which extended the age of
the ofticer, before a superannuation could be
applied for, from 60 to 65 years. With
these two facts in mind, that the superannu-
ations which are the subject of this particular
discussion have been made in the interests
of economy and that the government in their
legislation of two years ago, aimed, as far as
it was possible, for them to go at that time,
at removing the large discrepancy which un-
fortunately exists between the contribution
to the superannuation fund and the amount
paid out of that fund annually to parties
whohave been superannuated—Dbearing these
facts in mind, I think hon. gentlemen will
feel that the remarks whicn have been made,
after all, did not so very much apply to the
government.

The motion was agreed to.

FEMALE OFFENDERS IN NEW
BRUNSWICK BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. WOOD moved the second
reading of Bill (C) “An Act respecting
female offenders in the Province of New
Brunswick.”

He said : I do not know that it is neces-
sary for me to take up your time with a
speech in moving the second reading of this
bill. Those gentlemen in the Senate who
were here in 1891 will recognize in this bill
an almost verbatim copy of the Act which
was introduced by the hon. member from
Halifax with respect to female offenders in
the Province of Nova Scotia. I believe that
bill passed the House without any opp ssi-
tion, and I presume that, as this is precisely
similar in its provisions, and applies to the
Province of New Brunswick, it will be
regarded with equal favour by the House. T
might say, for the information of those who
were not here at that time, that the bill
provides that the

Stipendiary magistrate, police magistrate, or
magistrate 1n such province before whom any
woman or girl being a Roman Catholic above the
age of sixteen is convicted of an offence against the
laws of (‘anada, punishable by imprisonment in a
city prison or common jail for the term of two
months, or for any longer time, may sentence such
woman or girl to imprisonment in the Good Nhep-
herds Reformatory, instead of the city prison or
common jail.

The Good Shepherds Reformatory is an
institution in St. John, under the control of
the Roman Catholic Church. The second
portion of this clause embodies the provisions
passed in 1894 amending the original Act
and providing that a judge or magistrate
may, in his discretion, substitute an extend-
ed term of imprisonment in the reformatory,
for the term that is provided for in the Act
under which the person may be tried. The
second cliuse provides for the removal of
any criminal who is confined in the common
jail to the reformatory to serve out the
remainder of the unexpired term. The
remainder of the first part of the bill simply
contains provisions for giving effect to these
two clauses. The second part of the bill
deals with persons under sixteen years of
age. These are to be sentenced to another
part of the institution, which is called the
Good Shepherds Industrial Refuge, and
the term for their imprisonment is limited
to not less than two years and not more
than five years., There is another provision
here that in case a municipality sends
criminals of this age, it shall not
be obligatory upon the sisters who
have charge of it to receive such per-
sons unless provision is made for their
support to the amount of $60 per annum
for each girl. This seems to be a very rea-
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Sonable provision. As you will notice, it is
Tequired in the 1lth section that this class
%Toffenders shall be instructed in reading,
Writing and arithmetic and that they shall
8‘.180 be taught some useful trade or occupa-
tion, They, of course, have to be clothed
and fed while there, and the provision which
8 made in this way seems to be a very!
Teasonable one. T might add, that from'
What information 1 have received with |
Tegard to this feature of the bill, it is very |
Seldom  the practice that this amount isi
' 8tually paid. These are benevolent in-|
Stitutions, and their object is to do good
and reform the erring people as far as they |
‘.38'“_- They very seldom exact this fee, and
1t s very seldom paid. However, it is a'
& very reasonable provision, in case their|
apabilities should be overtaxed by too |
Many cases of this kind, that they should |
Ave power to Ansist upon the payment of

18 amount. The bill commends itself to!

€ favourable consideration of the House. !
ne feature of the bill which strongly!
Tecommends it is the fact that the institu-'
on is under the charge and superintend-
“nee of o religious order. I am aware that
Some persons believe that these reforma-'
Yries " should be state institutions and |
20t under the control of any parti-.
Car  peligious body. I feel, my-
Self, that reformatories established and !
Under the control of religious sects of this'
Character do their work more effectually

A0 any other class of reformatories, and -
18 T believe has been the experience of the
Past. Tndeed, I have myself very grave’
r:t}’bts as to whether there are any .real
. Oorms effected amongst this class of per-
onS which are not due either to the exer- ;
JOns or, gt all events, more or less to the
Uence of religious orders of this charac- |
ret. Another feature of the bill which
IIK;‘)mmends ‘it is. that there is no pubh'c‘
inst[,l'ey contributed to the support of this
SUtution. It is purely a benevolent in-
ofltl;ltlon. and supported by the contributions
it e friends of the Roman Catholic church;
thls flhe.refore no tax upon the public, and
Wl?' bil i entirely free from any objection

Ich might otherwise be urged to it that
P:Ehc money was in any way appropriated
of each the dogmas or extend the influence
nof}ly religious sect. Another point that I
pr. ¢ has been carefully guarded by the
OMoters of the bill is that it should only

PPy to Roman Catholics—there can be no

charge made that there is any attempt at
proselytising. The promoters of the bill
appear to have no object of that kind in
view, for they have thenselves inserted a
provision which confines the operation of the
bill entirely to such persons as profess the
Roman Catholic faith. I feel that the bill
is a good one and in harmony with the most
enlightened sentiment of the present day,
as well as with our recent legislation, and
I trust that it will receive its second reading
without opposition.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—IT rise to say a kind
word for this bill and for the women, or
ladies, who ask for it. I do not know these
ladies personally, but, I am aware that they
came and settled at St. John sometime ago,
and have a home there. They were poor in
the world’s goods, as far as I can learn, and
the only means they had of supporting
themselves was by honest labour and what-
ever charitable people chose to give them.
But let it be said to the honour of St. John
that both Protestants and Catholics were
equally kind to these good women, and
more than wished them well for the noble
work they were engaged in. 'What was this
work, hon. gentlemen? Why it was no less
than giving the shelter of a home, as T un-
derstand it, out of their scanty means to
fallen women, and girls, who were steeped
in sin and avoided by people calling them-
selves Christians. Yes, these self-sacrificing
ladies never tired looking after the interests
of these neglected street girls and women
till they got their confidence, and weaned
them from their evil ways and obtained for
them honest employment. Hon. gentlemen,
I feel it is the duty of every one who has a
spark of kindness in his soul to sympathize
with the object these self-sacrificing ladies
have in view, namely, the saving of poor
unfortunates from leading vicious lives, and
inducing them to change and come back to
virtuous lives once more. The bill has my
hearty support. I believe that the
institution is doing a large amount of
good in the city of St. John. In a large
seaport there must always be numbers
of destitute persons who need the
protection which an institution of this kind
can furnish. I do not appeal to you on .the
ground that this is a religious institution.
If I had my own way I should prefer to
have such an institution maintained by the
community at large, but inasmuch as there
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is no indication at present that any such
institution will be founded by the whole
community, it is but right that we should
give our support to an institution of this
kind, controlled as it is by a community of
good women who are giving their whole time
and exertions to reclaiming the fallen.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the second time.

The Senate then adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, 12th February, 1896.

Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

AGRICULTURAL SOCIETIES IN THE
NORTH-WEST.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. PERLEY rose to

Ask the government, how many agricultural
societies there are in the North-west territories ;
the name and number of members of each society,
and also, the amount of governinent money grant
to each society ?

He said,—The only reason I have for
asking this question is that I have received
letters from prominent members of the diff:
erent societ'es in the North-west claiming
that they did not think they had got a fair
proportion of the money voted for the socie-
ties in the North west and thought that by
asking the question in this way I would get
an official answer which would not only
satisfy those who asked the question, but
others who may be interested. That is the
only object I had in view.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—In reply to the
hon. gentleman’s inquiry I may say that
there are thirty-nine agricultural societies in
the North-west Territories, participating in
the government grant, the names and num-
bers of which, with amount of government

money grant paid to each society in 1895,
are as follows :(—

No. of Amount

Name of Society. Members. Granted.

Carrot River District... ... ....... 67 $142 71
Fairmede .... .. . . ... ... 130 250 00
Central Saskatchewan ............ 88 187 44
Wapella. .. ... ..o 151 250 00
Maple Creek ... ... ... ..., 73 155 49
Calgary District.................. 50 106 50
Fort Saskatchewan................ 88 187 44
Duck Lake....................... 76 161 88
Innisfail... ... ... 74 157 62
Little Cut Arm and Qu’Appelle.... 63 134 19
Alameda.... ... ............... 74 157 62
Whitewood............ .......... 81 172 53
Grenfell .... . 72 153 36
Battle River................. .... 53 112 89
Edmonton District............... 58 123 b4
Gainsborough..... ... ... ... 67 142 71
Lorne...........coviiiiiinnn... 2 174 66
East Moose Mountain. ......... 137 250 00
Macleod . ...l 97 206 61
Quappelle. ... ....... ... 117 249 21
Davisburg................ ... 98 208 74
Moose Mountain............ e 95 202 35
MooseJaw......... ..o.ioien... 68 144 84
Sheep Creek...... ... ............ 63 134 19
Indian Head ... . ...... ........ 89 189 57
North-east Assiniboia ... ....... 50 106 50
Broadview... ... ... ... 90 191 70
RedDeer........................ 76 161 88
South-east Assiniboia. . .. 170 250 00
Medicine Hat... .. ... ......... 80 170 40
Assiniboia ... . ... ..ol 4 164 01
Sterling.......... ... 57 121 41
Lacombe........... ... ... 92 195 96
Wolseley ... .. ..coo v, 90 191 70
Yorkton .. . ...l 105 223 60
Moosomin . ....ov cien e 123 250 00
Pheasant Forks ..... . .. ....... 53 112 89
South Edmonton. ... .c............ 195 250 00
South QuwAppelle. ....... ...... 108 230 04

$6,976 23

THE CONTROLLER OF INLAND
REVENUE.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.) rose—

Tocall attention to the following telegrams which
appeared in the *‘Daily Colonist” newspaper of
Victoria, British Columbia, purporting to have heen
sent by the Hon. Sir Mackenzie Bowell, and ask
the first Minister if they are copies of telegrams
sent by him to His Honour Lieut.-Governorl
Dewdney, the Hon. E. G. Prior, and A. Stewart
Potts, respectively—namely—

( Colonist, Dec. 19th, 1895, )
““Orrawa, Dec. 14th, 1895.
“ L1EUT.-GOVERNOR DEWDNEY.
¢“Kindly ascertain from Prior if he will accept &

Controllership with a seat in the Cabinet. This
would give British Columbia a voice in the Cabinet-

(Signed) *“MACKENZIE BOWELL.”
““ MONTREAL, Dec. 17th, 1895.
‘“Hon. E. G. PrIor, Victoria.

“Governor Dewdney wires me there is a mis~
understanding as to your status in the governmento
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Y. .

C(?u are Controller of Inland Revenue, Privy
ja Uncillor, and a member of the Cabinet, and have
I }slt as much voice in the affairs of the Dominion as

ave. T would have offered you nothing less.
(Signed) ““MACKENZIE BOWELL.”

( Colonist, Dec. 21st, 1893.)

. ““Orrawa, Dec. 19th, 1895.
Co Thanks for expression of approval by Liberal-
; mfel:vative Association of (Government’s action
Cag}"mg British Columbia representation in the

net, and at the selection of C'ol. Prior, who in

. nf: Past has proved himself indefatigable in looking
€ the interests of his province. It was always
“esire that British Columbia should be so rep-

i:“‘hted, and I took the first opportunity to have
done,

(Signed) “MACKENZIE BOWELL.”

( Colonist, Dec. 24th, 1895.)
“Otrawa, Dec. 23rd, 1895.

‘IA 5
+ STEwaARrT Porrs,

“Secretary Liberal-Conservative Association,
“y *‘ Victoria.
es,
t9ual wigp
pl'lsed d
Bnswrerg

Vote and voice in Cabinet and Council

mine. See telegram to Prior. Sur-
oubt exists after so many affirmative
given these questions.

(Signed) ‘*“MACKENZIE BOWELL.”

ioHe said : Before entering upon a discus-
Wi;lo_f the suject now before the House, I
1t to be distinctly understood that it is

Pa My intention to treat the subject in a
l:t‘lsa«n spirit, or say anything that will lead
t 40 acrimouious debate, but with a desire
bro, 5cuss the merits of the question in a
'thea? and dispassionate manner, and I trust
Who eader of the Government and all others
Pro, may take part in the dissussion will ap-
theach.t'he subject in the same spirit. On
ict,ol?th of December last the people of
Co] Ma were first apprised of the fact that
Onel Prior, M. P., was offered and had ac-
\I&Ed a subordinate posit‘ion in the Ministry
Tnl, 4t he had been appointed Controller of
eil) ud Revenue and made a Privy Coun-
Or. In the course of a few days, as the
of a controllership began to wear
many of our most intelligent and
ndent electors on reflection began to
Pon the offer and acceptance of a sub-
ate position—not a seat in the Cabi-
&;1 Or which they had been asking for
de u}; Years, but a kind of a superior
the Y-Wministei ship—as a sop and insult to
quengnstmuency and province. The conse-
€ Was that the current of public opinion

8lamgy,
Yway,
indgp,
1001( u
Ordip
legg,

began to run stronger than ever against the
i Government and its candidate. Something
thad to be done and at once, in order to save
the seat. The telegraphic wires were called
into requisition and the telegrams sent, which
I have placed on the order purporting to have
been sent by the Premier to Lieutenant-
Governor Dewdney, Colonel Prior and the
Secretary of the Conservative Association
of Victoria, saying that Colonel Prior
was a Cabinet Minister and had just as much
voice and power in Dominion affairs as he
the First Minister had. To that proposition
of the First Minister I took exception, claim-
ing then, as I claim now, that the acceptance
of a controllership under the Statute of 1887,
cap. 11. “An Act respecting the Depart-
ments of Customs and Inland Revenue,” was
a bar or disqualification of such occupant
becoming a Cabinet Minister while holding
such subordinate position under the Minister
of Trade and Commerce—that making a
Controller a Cabinet Minister could not be
done without grossly violating not only the
spirit but the letter of the Act just referred
to. Notwithstanding the emphatic and prag-
matic telegrams of the Premier, which ap-
peared in the Victoria government organs, I
had no hesitation in expressing dissenting
views on this subject privately and on the
public platform, for which I was roundly
abused by the government organs and stump
orators for presuming to question the power
and authority of the Premier to do as he
pleased in all matters appertaining to his
Cabinet. Strange as it may appear to hon.
gentlemen, and perhaps to the leader of the
government himself, I still question the
constitutionality of his action in this par-
ticular, and 1 trust, before I resume my seat,
that even the leader of the House will be
convinced that my contention is strictly cor-
rect. The British constitution is exceed-
ingly elastic ; so is the Canadian constitu-
tion, but not sufficiently elastic, I contend,
to enable or justify the executive, or premier
for the time being, to over-ride or disregar}i
Acts of Parliament whenever it suits their
purpose to do so. Every one who has given
the question the slightest attention will
readily admit that all members elected to
the Commons enter that House on a perfect
equality in the eyes of the law—that hon.
gentlemen appointed meinbers of .thxs House
stand on a perfect equality, entitled to all
the rights and privileges of even the leader
of the government himself. If the members
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of the Senate and Commons are on a perfect
equality in the eyes of the law,
the principle of equality in the Cabinet is
even stronger, if possible—all members of
the Cabinet of necessity must have the
same status or stand on the same plane.
But, hon. gentlemen, there is no necessity of
arguing this point, for the leader of the
government himself atfirms it in his telegram
to Colonel Prior, in which he says ¢ you are
Controller of-Inland Revenue, Privy Coun-
cillor and a member of the Cabinet, and
have just as much voice in the affairs of the
Dominion as I have.” Now I will refer
hon. gentlemen to the Act creating the posi-
tions of Controllers of Inland Revenue and
Customs and the debate that took place in
the Commons when that measure was before
that branch of Parliament and see if it har-
monizes with the doctrine of equality in the
Cabinet as propounded by the Premier in
his telegrams to Colonel Prior and others
during the recent by-election in Victeria.

I claim tha.t‘F

|SENATE]

Controller of Inland Revenue, each of whom shall
hold oftice during pleasure and shall under the
| general insiructions of the Minister of Trade and
| Commerce, or of the Minister of Finance as the
{ Governor in Council directs be the parliamentary
head of the said departments respectively.

|

}
| 'The said officers shall each receive asalary ut the
, rate of five thousand dollars per annum.

The th'rd clause provides :

The fourth clause is as follows :

Wherever by any Act any duty is assigned to, of
any power is conferred upon the Minister of Customs
or the minister or Inland Revenue, such duty shall
be performed or such power shall be exercised by
the Controllerof Customsor the Controller of Inland
Revenue respectively, bunt any duty or power as
signed tothe Controller of Customs or the Controller
of Inland Revenue shall be performed or exercise
subject to the supervision and control of the Minl
ster of Trade and Commerce or of the Minister 0
Finance, as the Governor in Council directs.

Hon. gentlemen will see from the first Act
which T have quoted, that it is distinctly
mentioned that the Minister of Trade an

The first Act to which I desire to call your | Commerce shall be a member of the Queen’s
attention is chapter 10, An Act respecting | Privy Council of Canada, and that he shall
the Department of Trade and Commerce, | hold a portfolio with a salary of 87,000 &
the first clause of which enacts as follows: lyear. The other Act provides that the
! she S in: an
There shall be a department called ¢ The Depart- ! Cor;tro]]lers . 5}‘1. Lg. l?e 5uft)01id111?,\ti(? .tto a o
ment of Trade and Commerce,” over which the  under the juris tction of the 1 {nlster
Minister of Trade and Cowmerce for the time Trade and Commerce, and that their depaﬁ"
being, appointed by commission under the Great | ments are not suggestivey but are merely

Seal, shall preside; and the Minister shall have | qninistrative. The Controllers are par]ia"
the management and direction of the department |

and shall hold office during pleasure.

The Minister of Trade and Commerce shall be a
member of the Queen’s Privy Council for Canada,
and his salary shall be seven thousand dollars per
annum.

Now, T turn to chapter 11, an Act res-
pecting the Dapartinent of Customs and
the Department of Inland Revenue, the
first clause of which is as follows:

The Department of Customs and the Depart-
ment of Inland Revenue respectively shall, from
and after the coming into force of this Act or so
much thereof as relates to either of the said
depurtments, in accordance with the provisions
hereinafter contained, be under the control and
supervision of the Minister of Trade and

Commerce, or of the Minister of Finance, as the!

Giovernor in Council from time to time directs, and
the oftice of Minister of Customs and of Minister
of Inland Revenue shall ~ease to exist so soon as
this Act is brought into force. as respects the
Department of Customs or the Department of In-
land Revenue, as the case may be.

The second clause is as follows:

Clause 2. The Governor in Council may appoint
an officer who shall be called the Controller of
Customs and an officer who shall be called the

. mentary hLeads, and instead of receiving 7,
1000 a year, they receive £5,000. It may be
"contended by some hon. gentlemen, from the
_fact that no specific provision is icade, that
' the Controllers shall not be members of the
| Cabinet, therefore the FPremier or the
| Council have the power to call them into the
! Cabinet ; but, I am perfectly safe in saying
that no judge or jury in Canada could pl~c®
any other construction on the language of the
Actthanthat they aresubordinateand inferiof
i to the ministers, and that it was never i
tended that they should be anything els®
but parliamentary heads or superior deputy
ministers. The only difference that I ca?
see between them and the ordinary deputy
ministers is, that they require to have seat®
in either House of Parliament. They occl”
Py precisely the same position as the under
secretaries in England, and it is well-know?
that under secretaries in England are never
members of the cabinet. It is clear, ther®
fore, that that is the spirit and intentio®
of the Acts from which I have quoted, but
lin order to put it beyond a shadow of #
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doubt, I will read, from the Commons Han-
sard of 1887, the views of Sir John Mac-
donald and others on the subject. The follow-
ing is from the debate on the first reading of
the Bill, at page 190:

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell)-—Perhaps the honourable
gentleman will tell us whether it is the intention
of the bill to wmake one Department of Customs
and Inland Revenue.

SIR JOHN A MACDONALD,—I may say, in
the first place, that the bill will provide that it
shall not come in force until proclaimed—it will
come into effect by proclamation. The two de-
partments of Custows and Inland Revenue ave
adminigtrative departments merely ; they are not
suggestive departments, and it is intended that in
due time that these two departments shall, as it
were, be sub-departments o} the Department of
Trade and Commerce. It is also provided that the
heads of those sub-departments shall be under-
secretaries as it were—to go in and out, hut not to
be menibers of the cabinet, and to have diminished
salaries. Thatis the principle of the bill.

On page 192, Sir Richard Cariwright
says :

If we are going to enlarge the govermment and
constitute a cabinet of 15 mawmbers, it may be
worth the consideration of the House whether an
attempt should not be made to go back to a more
wholesome system, ditficult as I know it is at this
time.

On page 193, Sir John Macdonald says :

I think I would rather listen to the counsels of
the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright). His suggestion is that the cabinet
should be reduced, and there should be subordi-
nate officers, members of the government, but not
members of the cabinet. That is exactly what
this system is intended to introduce, and eventually
will be hrought into force, having the effect of ve-
ducing the nnmber of (‘abinet ministers.

No language could be plainer than that, I
submit. Again, when the bill was bhefore
the Committee of the Whole House, Sir
John Macdonald at page 863, said :

They are not suggestive, but admninistrative ;
and, after the policy of the government, with re-
spect either to internal revenue or custows, is
settled, the ministers at the heads of these depart-
ments will see that the law is carried out. Tt is of
considerable importance that the number of the cab-
net Ministers should not be increased, but by this
system young wmewmnbers of Parliainent—compara-
tively young members—who have taken prominent
positions in Parliament can obtain entrance into
public life, and commence official training by hold-
ing these offices, and, after certain probation, if
they uassert themselves before Parlianent, they
will, very naturally, be promoted, and become
cabinet ministers. They will go out with the
government, and they will be political personages
as much as if they were members of the' cabinet.

That language of Sir John Macdonald
does not require comment. Then he goes
on, at page 870 :

This is an attempt to reduce the number of
cabinet ministers, and to bring forward the young
talent of this House and enable them to acquire
training in the public service. It is of very great
importauce indeed, that men should not at once
step at once into the more important offices of the
government, at the same time be members of the
cabinet, and potential in governing the political
destinies of the country and the great questions
counected with the Dominion as a whole.

And again at page 871 :

But the hon. gentleman must remember that
the minister although not a cabinet minister is, so
far as the public 1s concerned, a member of the
cabinet, and his decisions will be just as binding
asif he were a cabinet minister and called the Minis-
ter of Customs. The department will be under his
supervision and control. The Minister of Trade
and Commerce will have the supervision of those
two departments, and he will have the controllers
of the two departments under his management.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT--Those gentle-
men will be, therefore, practically in the position
of inferior officers, subordinate otbeers, under secre-
tavies, or what you will to the Minister of Trade
and Commerce. That is the intention of the gov-
ernient, I presume?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD—It is so.

Apart from the unmistakable language
made use of by Sir John Macdonald, who
had charge of that messure in the other
House, in reply to the members to whom I
have referred, 1t appears to me that it would
be absurd to say that a subordinate can be
equal to the head. Itisequivalent to saying
that a part is equal to the whole. Let us
suppose, by way of illustration, that my hon.
friend the senior member from Halifax is
Minister of Trade and Commerce and the
hon. gentleman’s colleague from Halifax is
Controller of Customs and the hon. gentle-
man from Calgary Controller of Inland
Revenue, and that those two gentlemen are
under the direction and control of the senior
member from Halifax.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I wish they were.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—-Perhaps they
will be by and by. As an evidence that
they are not full-ledged Cabinet Ministers,
it is only necessary for me to point out that
they are not respomsible to the Crown or
Parliament, but to their superior, the Minister
of Trade and Commerce. According to the
telegrams that I have read, and which the
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Premier admits are correct, those two gentle-
men would be taken into the cabinet and’
have an equal voice with the head of the
department—to use the Premier’s own
phrase—would have an equal voice with him
in all Dominion affairs, including the fram-
ing of fiscal and other policies. After the
policy was fixed in Council, the controllers
would retire to their respective departments
and take their orders from the senior
member fqg Halifax. I am disposed to!
think that those two hon. gentlemen would
be inclined to kick, and not only kick,
but if my hon. colleague, the senior
member for Halifax, were to insist upon
their obedience he would be very apt to be
told in polite language that he might retire
to the Torrid Zone, or that other zone
which we are sometimes told is even hotter.

To my mind it is perfectly absurd that
subordinates can occupy the same position
and use the same influence as the gentle-
men under whose control they are. Now, I
have given you, hon. gentlemen, what the
late Sir John Macdonald’s views were and the
objects of the bill when he introduced that
measure into the Commons in 1887. I desire
at this point to refer to the last work issued |
by Dr. Bourinot, who is, I think, generally
acknowledged as the highest authority on
our constitution and on parliamentary prac-
tice in Canada. On page 79 of his book he
describes the different positions held by the
ministers and the duties assigned to each.
In regard to that of trade and commerce, he
said :

The Minister of Trade and Com merce has con

trol of all matters relating to trade, and a general

supervison over the customs and excise duties and ‘\
the officers entrusted with the administration of |

these departments.

On page 81 he says, under the heading, |
¢ Ministers not in the Cabinet.” |

In 1892 a step was taken in the direction of :
the Knglish practice of having ministers with seats -
in Parliament but not in the cabinet. At the
present time there is a Controller of Customs in
charge of the Departient of Customs, and a Con- |
troller of Inland Revenue, acting under general |
instructions from the Minister of Trade and Com- |
merce. These ministers go out of ottice when the
government, of which they form a portion, are |
defeated at a by-election or in Parliament. The
Solicitor-GGeneral, who is Assistant Attorney-Gen- |
eral of Canada, has also a seat in Parliament and
is in the same political position as the two Con- !
trollers. These three ministers are by royal !
authority styled “ The Honourable” during their
term of office. Privy Councillors, whether in or;
out of the Cabinet, have ulso the right to bear this
title,

i
|

I may say that T am at liberty to use Dr-
Bourinot’s naine, and to state that he has #
most pronounced opinion on this subject
that he looks upon it as a great wrong an
an outrage upon the constitution.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.—I*

that his lauguage ?

Hon. Mr. McINNES.—Well, no, it 38
not his language but it is the purport of it

{ I did not say it was his exact language.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.—
You left that impression.

Hon. Mr. McCINNES—I will say, ho¥
ever, that, from what I could gather, D
views are just as pronounced as mine on th®
subject, namely, that these controllers ar®
not entitled to be members of the gover®
ment by virtue of holding such subordinat®
pusitions. I may also state to the Hous®
that this question was before the Common®
a short time ago, and the leader of the
Opposition—who, T think, can be consider
a very good constitutional authority—’f'bg
Hon. David Mills, the Hon. Mr. Davies, a8
the Hon. Sir Richard Cartwright, all co®
curred in the views which I have expresseé®
Not only that, but the Minister of Justi¢®
himself practically admitted the force of th?
contention of the Opposition members.
my memory serves ine right, it is against the
rules of the House to read a speech deliveré®
especially during the same session, in t
other branch of the legislature ; conseque®
ly I will not do so, but I will refer ho™
gentlemen to that debate. If they wish t"]’:
see it, I have it here under my hand. i
must confess that I am a little surprise
that the hon. gentleman who leads the go¥’
ernment at the present time should be ® "
first to violate the statutes that I have Jusf
read, inasmuch as he has been a member ©
the Canadian Government continuoush
since 1878. For many years before e
change took place, he occupied the high 2
responsible position of Minister of Custo®®
and while T do not wish to bring a blush to b
modest checks, yet, in justice to him, T take t
liberty of saying what I have ofien sta
in piivat , that a better departmental oﬁ_icef
I have never had the pleasure of coming i?
contact with in Ottawa. I say that free
and ' onestly, but from the fact that the ho™
gentleman occupied that high position at
time of which I am speaking, I think it is 00
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d reasonable to draw this deduction,
ely th.t it was at his instigation that
ne € very Acts that I have read were placed
in tt:l}:e statute-bock. He was more interested
ber € matter probably than any other mem-
o of the government, and although I have
nata“thqrity for saying ~o, yet I say that the
theural inference to be drawn is that he was
the {Kentleman who made the sugge tion to
" ate lamented Sir John Macdonald, then
ha,?,‘ Premier of Canada, which resulted in
g these two positions, that of
blell(;ls'bf)gls and that of Inland Rt'av.enue,
Mded into one, and a new position of
Nister of Trade and Commerce created.
or W, whether that deduction is correct
ﬂwan()t’ he certaiuly must havtf: been
the Te of the spirit and intention of
cts, and m st have acquiesced in the
can expressed by his then leader. I
for Bt con eive how it (ould be othewise,
e very good reason that when these
d © Positions were abolished as suggestive
h aa" tments and placed under parliamentary
ang ,2nd a new position of Minister of Trade
geng) - Orniuerce was created, he was the
1;iomale

Vie s

man who was appointed to that posi-
Loty onsequently I think that there is no
gent:}ng away from the fact that the hon.
i .cman had probably more to do with
t] *Ing these two Acts on the statute-books
ovn berhaps the whole of the rest of the
to tir_“ment put together; and I am sorry
thinklnk that he was the first to violate, as I
the; I ‘h.ave shown very plainly, not only
ah(;ti 8pirit but their letter, and that he
ov have advised His Excellency the
Pa.rf-}rnor General to break faith with
thy, ament, hecause I am fully persuaded
%oog Unless it had been distinctly under-
Woy, d Yy Parliament that the controllers
d¢; 1Ot be members of the Cabinet that
fop, "0uld never have gone through in the
1 which it became law. I think I
mus})el‘fecﬂy justified in that remark, and I
0gg . Onfess that to my mind there is only
purssol‘ltlon of the extraordinary course
bY-el“ ed. by the Prime Minister, when the
thay, €etion in Victoria was in progress, and
ing; '3 the internal dissensions in the Cabi-
spir;S“""Ollnded as he was by a gang of con-
tup 'S—a veritable nest of hornets, that
a, g him a¢ every vulnerable point—he
thay hf’ such an amount of virulent poison
ing . memory forsook him for the time
Wag 8 %0 that he did not remember that he
® person who had been principally in-

strumental in placing that Act on the sta-
tute-books, and that he was not conscious of
the fact that he was advising His Excellency
the Governor General to violate the Act and
the understanding which had been arrived
at with Parliament. I say that I refuse to
believe that the hon. gentleman was wit-
tingly guilty of such action. His general
reputation and the hizh and exalted posi-
tion which he holds, I believe, would pre-
clude him from such a step. That is the
most charitable construction I can place
upon his action. Referring to the telegrams
themselves for a moment, the first telegram,
1 find, was sent from Ottawa by the Prime
Minister to His Honour Lieutenant-Gover-
nor Dewdney. I must confess that that
struck many of usin Victoria as rather pecu-
liar, that the telegram should have been
sent to the Lieutenant-Governor, instead of
direct to Colonel Prior. Had Colonel
Prior been a stranger, we could have
understood it, but why a second party
was necessary to have this question decided,
I must confess, appear~d rather odd to the
most of us. The second telegram was sent
from Montreal on the 17th of September.
In it the Premier says:

MoONTREAL, Dec. 17th, 1895.
Honourable E. G. Prior, Victoria.

Governor Dewdney wires me there is a mis-
understanding as to your status in the govern-
ment. You are Controller of Inland Revenue,
Privy Councillor, and a mem:ber of the Cabinet,
and have just as much voice in the affairs of the
Dominion as I have. I would have offered you
nothing less.

(Signed) MACKENZIE BOWELL.
Two days later, in reply, apparently, to
more pointed, urgent and definite messages,

the Premier telegraphed :—

OTTAWA, Dec. 19th, 1895.

Thanks for expression of approval by Liberal-
Conservative Association of Government’s action
in giving British Columbia represensation in the
Cabinet, and at the selection of Col. Prior who in
the past has proved himself indefatigable in look-
ing after the interests of his province. It was
always my desire that British Columbia should be
so represented, and I took the first opportunity to
have it done.

(Signed) MACKENZIE BOWELL.”

What I want to direct your attention to
particularly, hon. gentlemen, is the last
part of the telegram: “It was always
my desire that British Columbia should
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be so represented and I took the|been the custom, I believe, for the provinc®
first opportunity to have it done.”|of Quebec tohave four representatives in th®

Some hon. gentlemen say ¢hear, hear;” I
do not know whether the Premier’s hear,
heur or not.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I

will say it now.

Hon. Mr. McINNES.—But I wish to
call the attention of the hon. gentlemen to
a debate  which took place here,
on the 13th day of last July, when I
had the honour of making an appeal to the
Premier and to the government that the
vacancy which then existed should be filled
by a British Columbian. It will be remem-
bered that early in July last there was a
kick, that three members of the government
retired, but that after an absence from the
councilbeard twoof themreturned. Onehon.
gentleman who had the courage of his convie-
tions remained out. No matter how inuch we
may differ withhis viewson the subject which
was the occasion of his resignation, we can-
not help but admire him for his consistency
and determination in sticking to what he
believed was right. I then made a plea
that that vacant portfolio should be given
to Colonel Prior or to some other gentleman
representing British Columbia. I was then
given to understand by the first Minister
and others that that was a Quebec portfolio,
but I observed that it remained vacant
until within the last three or four weeks, and
I cannot understand how the hon. the
Premier could say in his telegram of the
19th December last to the Conservative
Association of Victoria, that ‘it had always
been his desire that British Columbia should
have representation in the cabinet and that
he had taken the first opportunity of
giving that representation.” How could
the hon. gentleman consistently send that
telegram when the office I have refer-
red to, that of the Minister of Agriculture,
had remained vacant for over six months?
If it was the desire of the government of
which he is the head, that British Columbia
should have a full-fledged member in the
Cabinet, why, I ask, was it that that Cabinet
position was not given to one of our repre-
sentatives ! There is nothing in the British
North America Act that would warrant the
government in claiming that thatportfolio be-
longs exclusively to the province of Quebec
any more than to any other province. It has

Cabinet,—and 1 wish it to be distinctly
understood that I am not finding any faul
with that policy,—yet I claim that there®
nothing, other than political expediency
to compel or bind the government
preserve any particular portolio for the
province of Quebec. Take the province of
Ontario, whici has a population of probablf
three-quartersof a million greater, and which
I think, pays into the Dominion treasury #
very much larger sum than does the provinc®
of Quebec; that province has only thre®
portfolios. It is true that the hon. gentle
man from Toronto, who is a valuable an
most important member of the governmen
is serving without a portfolio; but if the
great province of Ontario, with a very mu¢
larger population, can atford at least for
time to do with three portfolios, I see 89
reason in the world why the province ©
Quebec ought not to be satisfied for a sho
time at least with three minister®
In fact, the portfolio which was ré®
dered vacant last July was not fill
until recently, and she was a loséf
to that extent for six months. Now, a3
have said before, I cannot see why the ho™
gentleman who leads this government, if 1
was so desirous that British Columbia nhﬂu_ld
have a representative in the cabinet, di
not at once give that position when it
came vacant last summer to a British Y
lumbia representative. I may also say !
this connection that I have been accuse’
more particularly since I came here, of 1%
gratitude and inconsistency after havV
advocated the representation of my prov?¥’
ce in the cabinetfor the last 11 years, fof
offering opposition now that we are get’lmllg
it. I can ouly say that last summer if th®
portfolio of Agriculture had been ofer
one of our representatives, I would ha"
been the last man in British Columbis ?
encourage opposition to a British Columb*
Cubinet minister at that particular ti%®
I would have heen willing to let
Prior be elected by acclamation, feeling th?
we would at least have the benefit of havi®
a full fledged Cabinet Minister for a £
months, but when this subordinate posim"11
was offered to a British Columbian withi®
few weeks or months of the termination
the natural life of this Parliament, and
believe also of the life of the prese’
government, I can only say that the encot
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88ement is very small indeed. It is my con-
Viction that British Columbia would not
®ven have had a controller in the minis-
'Y were it not for the fact that the feeling
%t there is running  so  strong,
f.% against our members of Par-
'ament, a5 individuals or as citizens,
against the policy of the gov-
i’nment which they are supporting. Some
t011~ gentlemen may laugh, but I can assure
hem that I believe as tirmly as 1 stand Lere
that‘if it had not been that the controllership
Yas given to Col. Prior, and if a great num-
:)e" of the peop'e had not been led to believe
ha,'t We were getting a repres ‘ntative in the
®binet, (ol. Prior would not ha.e been
®®cted as one of the members from Victo-
;‘la: I think the result of the election
Udicateg that unmistakably, and this is one
£ the reasons why I say I ought not t» be
arged with inconsistency or ingratitude
hefause I opposed his election. As I said
M Ore, Col. Prior is a personal friend of mine.
ber. VVood, the Controller of Customs, also has
D a personal friend of mine for a gieat
Ei’in}" years, and he is a gentleman whom I
i;’_d In the highest estimation, but I say it
belmpl‘oper that political exigencies should
P allowed to make these gentlemen not only
"y Cuncillors but full members of the
fﬁ:} Wet in violation of the Act of Parliament.
® lagt telegram is as follows:
A OtTawa, Dec. 23rd, 1895.
*Stew .k Porrs, .
ecretary Liberal-Conservative Association,
Victoria.
YVes,

Tual g

Dhsed
d
aln“\verg

ote and voice in Cabinet and Council
h mine. See telegram to Prior. Sur-
oubt exists after so many affirmative
given these questions.

(Signed) MACKENZIE BOWELL.

I

wh think there was every.reasop _why those
ﬁtag Wwere familiar with the provisions of the
Pla,eute and with the discussion which took
lig ® when these measures were before Par-
of Tlent in 1887, should doubt the accuracy
t'hat,]e statement. I must confess, for one,
or a time believed that these tele-

eems Were not genuine—that thex had
Pu % tampered with in some way to suit the
hagt S€Sof certain individuals; but we
e C assurance the other day from the
of Wier himself that they are correct, thus

ma?“rSe settles the point. There is another
N 1;3'1" to which T wish to direct attention.
Sraph,

Cabihet was; but on the 27th of the same
month, while the fight was still going on with
greater vigourthan ever,Sir Charles Hibbert
Tupper, the ex-Minister of Justice, tele-
graphed to Col. Prior «His Excellency in-
formed me last night that he had just signed
the minute of Council approving of your ap-
pointment as a member of the Cabinet and of
the Privy Council.” Notwithstanding the
positive statement by the Premier on the
17th December, the Governor-General had not
until 10 dayslater, according to the ex-Minis-
terof Justice,signed theappointment. Iclaim
that the Act should be amended in order to
give the controllers their true po-ition. If
they are on the same plane and have an equal
voice with other members of the Cabinet,
immediate steps should be taken to relieve
them from the humiliating position which
they now occupy of being subordinate to the
control and under the supervision of another
minister. If we are to have fifteen ministers,
let the law be amended so as to make the
position clear, and to make it absolutely
certain that all who enter the Cabinet are on
a perfect equality, and enjoy all the rights
and privileges to which their high position
should entitle them.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
answered the question when the hon. gentle-
man gave notice of his inquiry—I told him
that the telegrams as published were
literally correct as far as I could remember.
I have very little to say in addition to that to-
day. The hon. gentleman calls the attention
of the House to telegrams which he alleges
appeared in the Daily Colonist newspaper
purporting to have been sent by myself to
Lieutenant-Governor Dewdney. I should
like to ask the hon. gentleman before pro-
ceeding further, why he added the words
¢ Lieutenant-Governor ” to the telegramn as
it appeared in the Colonist? It is rathera
delicate thing to use the name of a Govern-
nor General or Lieutenant-Governor in con-
nection with any political matter. I
have before me the Colonist of December
19th, in which the telegram was published
and the words ‘¢ Lieutenant-Governor” do
not appear in the telegram or in the address.
Is the House to conclude that the hon.
gentleman deliberately placed upon the Ordqr
paper what purports to be a telegram as it
appeared in a certain newspaper when it is

e 17th December the Premier tele-!not the telegram as it appeared in that
ed to Col. Prior which his status in the | newspaper #
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Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)--My hon.
colleague to my left (Mr. Macdonald) saw
the telegram and it was read at the Conser-
vative Association meeting in the city of Vic-
toria. I may havemade a mistake in mention-
ing the Colonist, but if thehon.gentleman wiil
take the T'ines and the British Pacific news-
paper of Victoria he will tind that the tele-
gram was put in both those papers as it ap-
pears in my notice. I hope the hon. gentle-
man is not disputing the fact that that
telegram was sent to Lieutenant-Governor

Dewdney.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
dispute the right of the bhon. gentleman to
quote a telegram, as correct when it never
appeared in the Colonist as quoted.

Hon. Mr. McINNES-—Is it correct ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
That is not the question. What I complain
of is that the hon. gentleman quotes from a
newspaper something which is not there.

Hon. Mr. McINNES—I will substitute
the Times for the Colonast.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
am sure the Senate must have been pleased
to hear the dispassionate manner in which
the hon. gentleman delivered himself,
more particularly his declaration that he
was not actuated by anything like a party
spirit in discussing a question of this kind.
His closing remarks to-day, and more par-
ticularly the speeches which he made in
Victoria during the recent contest there, are
the best answer to the hon. gentleman’s
statement. It is somewhat singular that
the hon. gentleman who has been most
earnestly contending for a representative of

'

But is there anything in the language of t!i¢
Act which the hon. gentleman has quote{l’
and which he has so often said during hi8
remarks has been violated, to est blish, evet
by implication, that a controller could nob
he made a member of the cabinet if the
policy of another government, under a differ-
ent head, was to make him such? Is there
anything in the langusge of the Act which
deprives the crown of any of its prerogatives
or any of the authority which it held before
the passage of that measure? So far as the
formation of the government is concerned,
the prerogative of the crown is unlimited:
If my hon. friend from Prince Edward
Island (Mr. Ferguson) and my hon. friend
from Toronto (Sir Frank Smith) can occupy
seats in the cabinet with all the power ant
authority which is vested in a cabinet minl-
ster, though they receive no salaries and ar®
not heads of departments, is there anything
in the statutes or in the constitution to sho¥
that a gentleman who happen, to be con-
troller and who draws a smaller salary thaB
a minister of the crown, cannot occupy the
same position? Until the hon. gentlemad
can show that the prerogative of the crow®
is limited in the selection of advisers, he fail$
to make out his case. The subordinate char*
acter of the Controller of Inland Rev
enue is limited to the administratio®
of the affairs of his department. Whe?
he was sworn in as a member of the
Privy Council there was no limitation what”
ever to his power as a cabinet minister
If the hon. gentleman had argued that, upo®
the face of it, there was an apparent incon”
gruity in the position held by the Controlle?
of Inland Revenue, there might have bee®
some force in his remarks. T am willing ¥
admit that, but there is this distinction ¥
be drawn—while he is administering the
affairs of the department he does so undef

British Columbia in the cabinet, should, |the advice, and control, if you like, of the
upon the very first opportunity that the | Minister of Trade and Commerce, but th®
government have had to give that province  moment he takes his seat in the Cabinet b®
representation in the cabinet, try to defeat he is as free to express his opinion and ¥

their object. I admit that the policy of Sir
John Macdonald, when that Act was intro-
duced—1I do not know ~that any member of
the cabinet discussed the question with my
late chief oftener than I did—was to place
the controllers in the same position as

assist in framing the policy of the gover?”
ment-—whether it shall be a protectiv®
tariff, free trade, or unrestricted recipr®
city—as the Minister of Trade and Co®
merce himself. 1 freely admit that there *
a second Daniel come to judgment in tb

under secretaries, or parliamentary heads, | exposition of Parliamentary Government
occupy in England, to defend the depart-|the person of the hon. gentleman from Ne¥

ments over which they preside so far|

as the departmental work is concerned.

Westminster; yet, he does not draw ‘:'b’
distinction between the formation of a poliy
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“hich should govern the country,
eciding whether a man should be fined for
stlmggling, or whether an item bears a

|
and | was a member of the cabinet. The Duke

of Norfolk to-day, who occupies the same
position, is not a member of the cabinet. It

ertain rate of duty. More than that, turn- | illustrates what the hon. gentleman said—
mg. again to the question of subordinate ! and it was a true statement—that the con-

Position, has the hon. gentleman taken the
trouble to look at the formation of the

stitution of England, on which our constitu-
tion is framed, is so elastic that you can

.Ofitish Cabinet ? Does he not know that, so | adapt it to any and all circumstances. There
iis no question about that, unless there is a

T as the salaries of Cabinet Ministers
8re concerned, they range from £20,000
tling 4 year to £2,000 sterling a
Jear? " Does  he not know that Lord
s“llﬂbury, the Premier of Great Britain,
I ives a salary of £5,000 a year, while the
ord Chancellor receives £10,000 a year,
8ad the Viceroy of Ireland £20,000 a year ;
3‘3‘1 does he imagine that because of this
lﬂ'fﬂ‘ence in salary they occupy difterent
Itions in the cabinet, or that the member
the cabinet who receives the highest
ary has the most influence in the formation
gi the policy of the government? Mr.
orley, when a member of the Gladstone
Overnment, received a salary of £2,500.
O one will say, who knows anything of that
Mtleman, that he was an inferior member
the cabinet, or a man of inferior intellect,
oF that he occupied any less prominent posi-
:on in the political world, and particularly
the United Kingdom, than any of his
:ﬁl:eﬂgues, except perhaps the Premier of
t day himself, Mr. Gladstone. The Vice
'esident, of Council on Education, who
also a member of the cabinet, receives
£2,000 a year. The Duke of Norfolk,
o Certainly is not an inferior man in the
Itical world, or of the Empire, to-day, is
& member of the cabinet, yet he is the
Stmaster.(teneral, and receives a salary of
2500. The Postmaster General in the
8tone administration was a member of

On}
why
pol
) Y

t.},e cabinet. There is no limit whatever to
au:hPOWer of a Prime Minister, with the

ority of the Crown, to bring to his
Sto et whomsoever he pleases. Mr. Glad-
mene had in his Cabinet but seventeen
teembeI'S: Lord Salisbury to-day has nine-
oﬁin Members in his cabinet. Some of the
p()rcersg Prominent men in England, holding
Q&l:‘.f‘)lms, were not members of the late
“et, but those holding precisely the same
i eil; 1008 to-day are members of the cab-
stay and vice versa. The very in-
of BCs T have given  you,—that
t i&the Postmaster General illustrates
M, ") In the Gladstone Government Mr.

°y,l\ivhen he was Postmaster General,

law to the contrary. The hon. gentleman
shakes his wise head. I readily admit the
hon. gentleman’s superior knowledge, partic-
ularly on constitutional law, but all he has
to do is to refer not only to precedent but
also to the formation of cabinets in Eng-
land, and he will find that in these matters
there is no limit whatever to the prerogative
of the Crown. There is no inferiority, as
he attempts to establish, because Mr. Prior
receives $5,000 a year, while other members
of the cabinet receive $7,000. My hon.
friend from Toronto (Sir Frank Smith) and
my hon. friend from Prince Edward Island
(Mr. Ferguson) receive no salary at all. So
far as their position before the country is
concerned it is perhaps more honourable
than that of a man who receives a salary
and sits at the Council board, for the reason
that they are willing to give their time,
their talents and their ability in order to
assist in the governing of the country
without receiving any remuneration what-
ever ; but at the same time they are not
burdened with the duties of a portfolio.
While I admit that the intention and the po-
licy of Sir John Macdonald, when he placed
that law on the statute book was not to
make the controllers members of the cabi-
net, it does not follow because a Prime Min-
ister and his government had a particular
policy at one time, that therefore it becomes
like the laws of the Medes and Persians,
unalterable. If so, when my hon. friend
crosses the floor of the House, I hope he
will carry out the same principle and take
the ground that this government having
placed on the statute book a certain tariff
he is not to change it. I scarcely think
that he would take that position, The hon.
gentleman seems to think that because the
title of honourable is only retainable by a
Controller of Customs or a Controller of
Inland Revenue while he holds office, there-
fore that affects his position in the govern-
ment. The hon. gentleman himself if he
ceases to be a senator, will cease to hold the
title of honourable which he now holds. [
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do not think that that fact interferes in the
slightest degree with his independence and
his right to assert his opinion in this House.
From the fact that Mr. Prior has been
sworn in a Privy Councillor, and the fact that
he is a memrber of the cabinet, confers upon
him the title of honourable for life. How
the hon. gentleman can say that Mr. Prior
has not the same right and authority in
the cabinet as any other member of the
Privy Council, because he is a controller, is
a marvel to me and is altogether beyond my
comprehension.  First of all the man who|
takes the oath of a Privy Councillor, and
then is given a seat in the cabinet, no
matter what position he may occupy, whether
it be at the head of a department or
whether he has no oflice at all, has just
the same power and authority and the same
right to express an opinion as the man who
is  Prime Minister. If my hon. friend
sat at the Council board, as I have done,
with the hon. gentleman from Toronto (Sir
Frank Smith) I think he would find that
hon. gentleman has opinions to express and
that he enforces them whenever he thinks it
necessary in the interests of the country to
do so, and so it would be precisely with Mr.
Prior. The hon, gentleman referred to Mr.
Bourinot and used some very strong language
which left impressions on my mind that he
was quoting the language of Mr. Bourinot
himself. Now I know Mr. Bourinot toler-
ably well, and I was rather amazed and put
the question as to whether he was quoting
the language of Mr. Bourinot. The hon.
gentleman seems just now to have a very
exalted opinion of the constitutional and
parliamentary knowledge of that gentleman.
He had not so exalted an opinion of that
gentleman whenhe wasaddressing theelectors
in Victoria. He then represented Mr.
Bourinot as being the mere creature of the
government. That is not the actual lan-
guage he used but that is the purport of it.
He used language something like this—I
suppose he will not question the correctness
of the report in the 7%mes, his own news-
paper and to which he called my attention :
it reports him to have said :

In that terrible editorial referred to was a tele-
gram purporting to be a reply to a telegram sent
to Dr. Bourinot asking him if Colonel Prior was a

Cabinet Minister. That reply merely stated that
he never gave an opinion on the subject.

I leave the House to judge which state-
ment of the hon. gentleman is correct, that

: Dr. Bourinot.

which he has made to-day when he told the
Senate that Dr. Bourinot had given a dis-
tinct and positive opinion using language
something like this, that it was an outrage
on the constitution, or when he told the
people of British Columbia, on the 26th day
of December, that the reply sent by Dr-
Bourinot was to the effect that he never
gave an opinion on the question.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B. C.)—That tele-

gram was never sent to me.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
did not say it was. The hon. gentleman
did not deny it though, and he had no right
to deny it. The hon. gentleman was criti-
cising an editorial and a telegram which ap-
peared in the Colonist, which was supporting
Colonel Prior, that that was the language o
It can be easily veritied as t0
whether it is true or not. But the hon.
gentleman continued :

Reading between the lines, it was as plain a8
daylight that if Dr. Bourinot could have given aB
afirmative answer and had he done so, it woul
have been flashed from one end of the country t0
the other.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—Hear, hear-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
The hon. gentleman had not so high aB
opinion of Dr. Bourinot then. He com
tinued :

All these telegrams, he firmly believed, had

been doctored some way or wilfully framed an
sent out here for a vile and brutal purpose.

I do not know what brutality there is i?
a telegram, stating that a man never gav®
an opinion upon a certain subject. I leav®
that to the hon. gentleman to explai®
Perhaps it grated upon his ears, an
his fine sensitiveness was so shocked that b8
could not find other language to expres’
himself than to call those telegrams brut®
and vile. Then the hon. gentleman wep
on to say :

We would ask again could any one in tha?
audience suppose that if Dr. Bourinot could havé
telegraphed a reply saying, ¢yes, you can occupl,
a controllership and have a seat in the cabine®

i that it would not have been made the most of ¥

the Colonist.

The Senator himvelf telegraphed to Dr.
Bourinot—at least so he says. He says be
telegraphed on Sunday.
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Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH—On Sunday !

YHon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
e, he was then acting on the principle

that the end justified the means.
. The
l[]g
tro)
and
thy

Senator last Sunday had sent the follow-
Question by wire to Dr. Bourinot—* Can con-
lers oceupy the dual position of controllers
Cabinet Ministers. Please answer? Up to
® Present no answer had been received.

Then somebody cried out “ And never
Will” and the hon. gentleman continued :
it erhaps so, hut the natural inference was that
a0 affirmative answer conld have been given it
ti:::lld have been flashed across the wires in a short
of o Dr. Bourinot must he so under the control
telet e government that he dare not reply to a
8ram although in the past the senator had
ays found him one of the most obliging and
“ommodating officials in Ottawa.

st Has Dr. Bourinot emerged from that
ate of vassalage in which he existed last
“cerber, so that he could have stated that
® had violated the constitution in a “ vile
brutal manner?” Any one who knows

™ Bourinot knows that it is a base slander
m 1S reputation. A more independent
be?]'n does not exist in Canada. I do not
'eve there is a man who occupies the same
Sition that he does, or any other position,

© 1s more thoroughly independent of those

0 appointed him and of those with whom

® 18 surrounded, than Dr. Bourinot. If he
not an opinion on this question he would
hesitate a moment to express it, and I
PPeal to those who have known him for a
stl:;nbel‘ of years if what I state is not
avctly correct.  Whether his opinion
it coured the government of to-day or whether
8voured the opposition, it has been all the
Ce:;: to Dr. Bourinot. It is true he gave
ooy 'R opinions when asked by a gentleman
Yefe PYing a high position in this country, in
n Tence to certain questions which occurred
R erning the Manitoba School question.
Pece Was perfectly right in that, but he
for ved the condemnation of the opposition
be 0lng so, because it did not happen to
<o R accord with their views, just as he is
Tefy, emned here because he very properly
uri to answer a telegram sent to him
e XX a poliiical campaign. Where the
Plration came from to-day I do not know,
ulf‘ ‘3}1§ hon. gentleman’s estimation Dr.
the 20t is to day one of the best officers in
eVerco‘mt{‘y, and the hon. gentleman has
it g’ Possible confidencein him. I am glad
q“il'les only two months to elapse since

the denunciation of his character which
appears in this paper, to enable the hon.
gentleman to form a correct opinion of the
character of Dr. Bourinot. In this same
speech of his, December 19th, they have
capitalized the following—printers will

'understand what I mean by the word

“ capitalized ” : —

The senator also created some amusement by
pointing out the vague wording of the despatch to
Colonist yesterday morning, quoting Sir Mackenzie
Bowell as stating that Mr. Wood and Col. Prior
will be cabinet ministers.

Was the hon. gentleman as disingenuous
then as he is to-day? There is nothing in
‘the telegram to which he referred which
s would warrant such a statement. Had that
i language been used it would have been quite
{ proper, because Col. Prior could not be a
i Cabinet Minister until he was sworn in, but
|there was nothing in the telegram to
.indicate anything of the kind. What I
| stated was plain and distinct—the telegram
'speaks for itself. The whole Grit atmos-
phere—I will not wuse that word—the
atmosphere of those who are opposing the
goverment in Victoria was shocked because
the telegram was sent—supposing that it be
correct, to Lieutenant-Governor Dewdney.
With whom else would the Premier of the
country communicate in order to obtain an
answer upon a matter of this importance ?
The Lieutenant-Governor is the appointee of
the Dominion Cabinet, and all communica-
tions on public matters between the Secre-
tary of State or the Premier must be through
him, and especially on a matter of this kind
where it refers to the formation of the
government. He is not asked to interfere,
not asked to do a single thing in the way of
interfering with the election—he is simply
asked to inquire of Col. Prior if he would
accept a certain position with a seat in the
Cabinet. What did Col. Prior answer to
that? The answer, which the hon. gentleman
very dexterously omitted to read, is that
upon those terms he would accept the office.
Is it any wonder, then, that an offer being
made of a controllership with a seat in the
cabinet, I should have expressed surprise
that men were so biased and led away by a
desire to defeat a member of the cabinet,
that I should marvel how any doubt could
be entertained as to the intentions of the
government on that question’l The hon.
gentleman may hold a_different opinion of
public men from what I do : he may think

i
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that an offer may be made by one public
man to another, or by the Premier of the
country to a representative to join his
cabinet, and that he really does not mean
what he says, that it was merely done to
influence, as the hon. gentleman intimated,
the election which was going on. There was
no e’ection going on when I made that offer ?
How, then, could the telegram be intended
to influence the election? Was it at all
marvellous that Col. Prior’s friends should
become uneasy when they heard the state-
ments made by the hon. Senator and others,
that the Colonel had no right to a seat in
the cabinet, and that it was never intended
that he should ocecupy such a position!?
‘Was there any impropriety, under the cir-
cumstances, in Lieutenant-Governor Dewd-
ney’s telegraphing to me as the head of the
government, to ascertain what- the actual
position of affairs was? Ileaveit to the com-

mon sense of this House and of the country |

at large to reply. It was not until doubts had
been thrown upon the honest intention of
the government that these telegrams were
despatched. Even in the face of the mes-
sages themselves, some persons had so little
faith in the truthfulness of the men at the
head of affairs that they would not believe
that Col. Prior was a member of the gover-
ment in the same way that all other minis-
ters are. Even to-day, when Col. Prior is
sitting at the council board giving advice
upon every question brought before it—
whether it be one of trade policy or of a fast
line, or cable, by which the different outlying
portions of the empire may be connected
with this country and with England—the
hon. gentleman throws doubt on the position
which Col. Prior holds. But that gentle-
man has the imprimatur of the Governor
General’s sanction upon his official acts ; and
I may say that the advice which Col. Prior’s
experience enables him to give in relation to
militia matters, which are occupying so
much attention at the present time, is of in-
estimable value to the country. The hon.
gentleman claims nevertheless that Col.
Prior’s elevation to his present position is
contrary tothelaw, but in that law from which
he read there is not to be found one single
sentence which gives any colour to his state-
ments. I advise the hon. gentleman when
he undertakes in future to deal with ques-
tions affecting the interests of his province,
not to allow his partisanship to carry
him away so as to deprive him of the com-

mon sense and judgraent which he displays
on ordinary occasions. It is true that Col
Prior’s majo:ity was largely reduced, but
that was for two reasons, first the persistence
with which the hon. gentleman and some
‘ others circulated the rumour that Col. Prior
was not and could not be a cabinet minister,
i and, second, the hon. gentleman’s action in
introducing the question of the Manitob®
schools. The hon. gentleman in his speech
the other day referred repeatedly to the
action of the government as being coercive
and as indicating a determination to interfere
with the province. I will quote his own
words :

But there is another question to be considereds
and it is also brought before us through the same
cause, that is the decision to coerce Manitoba.
He would ask all liberty loving subjects if they
would return a man whose views were in accor
with the decision to coerce our sister province, the
young and prosperous province of Manitoba. He
knew what the answer would be, but if we returne
a man like Col. Prior who was in accord with that
policy, we would be saying to the present Govern-
ment that we approve of the coercion of Manitoba-

He used much stronger language than thab
which T have quoted, and he knows as wel
as I do how easy it is to excite passion an
prejudice, but in his intense patriotism he
did not hesitate to resort to that method of
argument in order to reduce Col. Prior’$
majority. I find no fault whatever wit
the hon. gentleman’s objections. No matter
what policy a government may adopt, it 18
not only the right and the privilege, but i
iis the duty of every public man to object t©
what he considers to be wrong ; but I thin
he is exceeding the bounds of parliamentary,
usage when he questions the prerogative 0
the Crown to select any person whomsoever
as an adviser. It is quite consistent for th?
hon. gentleman to object, for it is his prac¢
tice always to object, no matter what tho
government may do. He condemns the®
for not having a representative in the
Cabinet from British Columbia, and th®
moment one is selected he renews his pro’
testations. I think the difficulty is that th8
hon. gentleman probably considers himself
the proper person for the position ; however
there is a difference of opinion on that poi®
between the hon. gentleman and those wh?
control the destinies of the country for th?
time being. I can say for Col. Prior that ?
I more assiduous worker in the interests of
'province I have never met. He devot®®

ihis whole time and attention to his oﬁi"i“1
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duties and is proving himself to be much
‘?.Y()nd my expectations as an administrator
(f"_ & department. I can assure my hon.
"end that as a British Columbian he may
> Proud of ti:e representative of his pro-

Vinee in the cabinet.

. Hon. Mr. SCOTT.—As I cannot acquiesce
10 all the arguments of the Hon. Premier, T
May be permitted to say a word or two in
Justification of the view which I take of
this subject, which I consider an extremely
;mPO{‘tant one. I am quite willing to concede
hat it is in the prerogative of the Crown
Select any one as an adviser, but I hold
a 3% it is inconsistent and incongruous to
Ppoint as a member of the cabinet a
Subordinate officer who is under the control
Tn superintendence of another minister.
to t is practically the position of affairs
ov: ay. It is unnecessary to quote any further
tgldenpe because I think it is conceded by
) e First Minister that at the time the
“Bislation creating the controllerships was
ﬁassﬁd it was distinctly understood by Par-
“Ment, that the controllers were to occupy
extordinate positions. The statute itself is
N Teémely clear on that point. The Act
Irea'tlng the Departments of Customs and
Uland Revenue sets out that it is expedient
pl % the customs and inland revenueshall be
tha'ced‘under the control and supervision of
MP Mlnister of Trade and Commerce or the
'Mister of Finance. The second section
ishes the offices of Minister of Customs
w; Minister of Inland Revenue. Now I sub-
't the common sense question whether the

toq. Crnment by their action have not super-
in redt_hls Parliament— whethertheyhavenot
£ eality created anew the offices of Ministers
~“Ustoms and Inland Revenue. If Messrs.
isnm' and Wood are equal to any other min-
thor’ tfgey must occupy offices equivalert to
£ 8¢ of Minister of Customs .a.nd Minister
Whi nland Revenue respectively—officers
. ch Parliament by the Act which I have
lsq abolighed years ago. Section four is
The Very distinct and positive in its terms.
duty controllers are to perform certain
Riones and are to be subject to the supervi-
ang “é’ld control of the Minister of Trade
Row Ommerce. The First 'Mlguste? is not
ment,ln his place, but he said in his argu-
eres” that they were still subject to his sup-
| aou in the discharge of their departmen-
abg, Uties. That leaves room for a very
™ and incongruous state of affairs. Let

us take an illustration : Suppose Col. Prior
in the discharge of his departmental duties
makes a report which must be laid before
the Minister of Trade and Commerce. If
the latter does not approve of it he has the
right, under the authority o this statute, to
cancel it. Col. Prior, however, is a member
of the cabinet and stands, we are told, on a
par with any other minister, so that he can
bring his report up in council and if council
and the premier approve, it is passed in
spite of and in opposition to the wishes
of the minister to whom he is direct-
ly subordinate. That is the conclusion
to which we are irresistibly led by the
statements of the Premier himself. The
case is perfectly plain, I think, and requires
no further enlargement. While Colonel
Prior is within the four walls of his own
office he is a subordinate ; the moment he
leaves that office he becomes the equal of
any other minister. That is the effect of the
policy which has been adopted, and I must
say that I do not think that it is a wise ora
prudentone. I would further point out that
it furnishes a precedent which enables any
government to create a new department,
which is in violation of the Independence of
Parliament Act. Under that Act authority
is given for the creation of offices such as the
president of the Privy Council, the Minister
of Finance, the Minister of Militia, and so on.
Every minister who has control of a depart-
ment holds his position under this Act, and
Parliament reserves to itself the right to
create new offices. It would be quite in’
order to pass an Act of Parliament creating
any additional office ; but this has not been
done in regard to either the present Con-
trollers of Inland Revenue or of Customs. By
a mere stroke of the pen the First Minister
has practically made these gentlemen heads
of departments, for I think it cannot pos-
sibly be argued by any sensible person
that Colonel Prior occupies the dual position
of being at one hour under the control and
supervision of the Minister of Trade and
Commerce, making reports to him which
may be either ignored or cancelled, and at
another hour a Minister of the Crown hav-
ing a voice and vote in the council chamber.
If this House thinks that the position taken
by the First Minister is a tenable one, all I
can say is, that they are regarding the in-
terpretation placed by him upon the Inde-
dependence of Parliament Act in a very
tender and confiding spirit. The spirit of
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the Independence of Parliament Act is that | parliament to occupy that position that he
it is the privilege of Parliament to create should go back to the people. Tt is a ques-
the offices which entitle the holders thereof  tion the Minister of Justice had grave
to become members of the Privy Counil ; doubts about,and when he had so appointed
but the government has pratically over- a controller the question was fully dis-
ridden that. I cannot admit, when the!cussed ; and Mr. Wood —whom we know to
Controllers of Inland Revenue and Cus-bea lawyer of no niean standing—was of the
toms are declared to be on a par with other opinion that there was no necessity to g0
members of the cabinet that they can be | back to the people, and that it would nob
any longer subordinate officers. I cannot be an infringement of the Independence of
conceive how a man can be at one time a! Parlian ent Act. But Sir John Mac
subordinate of a cabinet, officer and at!donald, although of that opinion, thought
an ther time his equal ; und I do not think that for fear doubt should exist he
that the Premier will tind any precedent in  should go back to the people, and that after
the DBritish cabinet for such a state of affairs. . going back to the people who had approved
The Duke of Norfolk, who is the Post- of the appointment to the office, therecertain-
master General, is not a member of the lycould be noinfringement of the Independ‘
Cabinet and there are various other offices | ence of Parliament Act by calling him to
of the same class. The question of salary is | the Council.

not one which can be taken into consider- |

ation, for it really has nothing to do with; Hon. Mr. SCOTT—There is a clause
the matter. That has nothing to do with which perhaps escaped my hon. friend’s
the question. 'What I feel is that precedents attention, which b ars direcily on the point.
of this kind would justify any government. Sec. 7 of the Act respecting the Depart-
hereafter in practically creating an office in ment of Customs and Inland Revenue,
violation of the Act of Parliament, and I' peads .

think it will be very much better if an Act

of Parliament should confirm them in their  Whenever any person who holds the oftice of
position rather than that any doubt should %‘;\"'\ft“'"lle." "lf. (“‘ES?{X’ES‘W‘;’;G t;‘l""f‘:"ne" gf l‘f‘“'t";]t
exist on the Sub']em" H‘;m;gu:fdél'(onlﬁlﬁms, rebs(ign;z llli]:u()‘;filtl',:n:n:lr i:'ithiﬂ
. one month after his resignation accepts any of the
Hon. Mr. DEBOURCHERVILLE - offices mentioned in subsection 3, of section 9, 0f
Was not it decided some time ago that the the Act rﬁpecting tln\:]..\‘c.nztlte a}ull H{:‘use of (vo;n;
<IRTPY] “ 3, 4 ‘otnes i ) ster OW «
boll.clbor General was a membr of the ::Z:T\')elx‘“(;f t)lelz((:)]::’eu:‘s ll’:lll:; é‘(?ul:c]ifl; nfléza\:r::;dzel: or.
cabinet ? rhaving so resigned, accepts any office created by
i this Act,” &e.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE B()\VELL—i

Yes ; he was in the cabinet also.

i

Subsection 3, of section 9, relates to the
"creation of the office of Minister of Militis,
Hon. Mr. SCOTT—T do not remember ; and so on. And under this clause he coul
I do not think there was any statute defin- have accepted one of these offices Withou?
ing that in the discharge of his duties he §°ing back to the people within one month;

D
was to be in any way subordinate to the
Attorney General, though naturally one
would suppose he would be.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—In
the same way, every Cabinet Minister is
subordinate to the head, l.ecause the head
has the power to say he must go or remain ;
but T cannot sce how the appointing of a
controller to the cabinet could be in any
way an infringement of the Independence
of Parliament Act. It isa grave question
whether, the office of controller having
been created by statute, it is necessary
even in the appointment of a m-mber of

but he has not accepted one of those oftices
he has continu~d in his own office, which i#
my judgment is a sub rdinate one, and has
become a Cabinet Minister. '
; Hon. Sivr MACKENZIE BOWELL—
| The fact of becoming a Cabinet Minister
does not imply that he should go to the
people. It is only when he is appointed 0
an office where he accepts an emolument.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—T think there was 8B
error in drawing up the statute, because
find a different position prevails with refer”

ence to the Solicitor General.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—-’

And yet he went back to the people.

Hon. Mr. MCINNES (B.C.)—I desire to
83y a word or two in reply to the remarks
of the First Minister.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE B3WELL—I
Should like to know if this debate is to be
ontinyed, 1T rise to a point of order, not to
%0ject to the hon. gentleman’s reply so much

to have it understood in the future. The

‘Tule js that the mover of a substantive
"®Solution has a right to reply, but has a
Senator the right to reply if he merely puts
& Question or calls the attention of the
Senate to any subject? Because if he has
¥e could go on indefinitely in the discus-
;1011 of any question. If the hon. gentleman
has a right to reply to me, I should fancy I
aVe a right to reply to him.

Hon. Mr. MCINNES (B.C.)—If there is
Dothing before the House, I move that the
N Ouse do now adjourn and that affords me
dn opportunity which the premier cannot
tsny. If he is afraid of anything I have

Say in reply to him, I certainly think I

Ve an opportunity, and every member in

13 House has an opportunity of speaking

0 the general policy of the government
Y moving the adjournment of the House.

. Hon, 8ir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
8¢ to another point of order.
gen_tleman has no right to make any motion
“nt}l the point of order that I have raised is
&ec}dﬂd. If the Speaker decides that he has
£ Nght to speak, then there is no necessity

Orit.  But if the Speaker decides that he
b&s not, then he can move the adjournment,

U not before. )

or Hon, Mr. POWER—As to the question of
der, T do not pretend to say that, strictl

Spealein . 2 y
Peakmg, it is not well taken ; but I wish!
Speak of the practice of the House ; it has

en the practice of the House.

- Hon. $ir MACKENZIE BOWELL—No,
® have been running riot for a long time.

geH‘)n.Mr.MCINNES(B.C.)—Sincethehon.
Ntleman became Prime Minister.

m I_i“n. Mi. POWER—My memory of the
aso le of proceeding in the House goes back
ar as the year 1877. In that session and

The hon. |

1in subsequent years there were long dis-
i cussions on inquiries couched in the same
‘general way as the inquiry made by the
| hon. gentleman ; and I think I will be borne
out by the older members of the Senate when
I say that in nearly every case the member
of the Senate who introduced the matter
i was allowed to close. It has not been the
| practice to enforce these rules rigidly. The
i practice is uniform in that respect, and I do
not think we are so very busy now that we
should enforce rules which it has not been
the practice of the House to enforce in the
| past.

i Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
| That is not the question,

! The SPEAKER—Rule 21 reads:

| No Senator may speak twice to a questionbefore

‘ the Senate ; except in explanation or reply, where
' he has made a substantive motion.

i Hon. Mr. POWER-—Then I move that
-the House do now adjourn.

! Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—I have
“already moved that the House adjourn.

. Hon. Mr. ATKINS—_TI rise to a point of
order. The hon. gentleman has spoken, I
~do not think he can move the adjournment
rof the House to enable him to speak again,
' but any other member of the House can do it.

. Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—As a point
,of order has been raised, I will refer hon.
‘gentlemen, in justification of my motion to
;adjourn, to the Senate debates of last year,

page 355. The hon. gentleman from Rich-

mond, an ex-speaker of this House, and a
. gentleman who is looked upon as one of the
best parliamentarians in the Senate, had
. been speaking for some time when a point
‘of order was raised and he himself moved
' the adjournment of the debate and proceeded
| with his speech.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
While he was speaking ?

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—My hon.
friend on my right, the senior member for
Halifax, questioned his right to move the
adjournment of the House; and stated that
some other hon. gentleman ought to do it.
The hon. member for Richmond replied :

Then I move that the House do now adjourn. I

make this motion for the purpose of reading the
l statement.
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Hon. Mr. POWER—Can the hon. gentleman

move the adjournment of the House and then
speak ?

Hon. Mr. MILLER--Of course I can; itisa very
strange thing that the hon. gentleman does not
know it.

Hon. Mr. POWER—It is the first time I have
seen it done. The usual way if to get some friend
to move the adjournment.

Now there is a precedent established, as
I said before, by a gentleman who is
generally recognized as the best parliamen-
tary authority, or one of the bLest, in this
House. I must confess that I am very
much surprised that the leader of the
government, after the pleasant discussion
we have had here this afternoon, should
deny me the privilege of saying a few words
in reply. I would only occupy two or three
minutes. However, I must say this, that if
that rule and other rules are to be rigidly
enforced, T shall govern myself accordingly.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
That is right.

Hon. Mr. McINNES(B.C.)—I do notuseit
as a threat, but as a member of this House T
shall invoke every parliamentary rule which
will enable me to speak as often as I please.
It is unfortunate that the leader of the
House should object to a few words in ex-
planation, and only explanation.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
That is not the point of order.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—Iaminorder.
All T want to say is this—

Several Hon. MEMBERS—Order, order,
order !

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—That my
opinion of Dr. Bourinot is the same now as
it was then and since—

Several Hon. MEMBERS-—Order, or-

der, order!

Hon Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—You may cry
“order"” as muchasyou please, but T am speak-
ing and T am quite in order in reviewing the
whole course of the government if I choose.
I am now speaking on the motion to adjourn
the House. I can discuss any question, if I
see fit to do 50, no matter what the majority
against me is—

Hon. MEMBERS—Order, order!

Hon. Mr. McINNES(B.C.)—I aminorder.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
You are not in order.

Hon. Mr. McINNES(B.C.)—I aminorder.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
The question is as to whether the hon. gen-
tleman had the right to move the adjourn-
ment. As soon as that point is decided, we
will have great pleasure in listening to the
hon. gentleman, but he does not know
when he is in order.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—The hon.
gentleman has no right to bring up a matter

of this kind.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Yes, I have, the Speaker has decided the
point.

The SPEAKER—I believe I have de-
cided the question: I have read the rule
which applies to this very case. No hon.
member has a right to speak twice, not even
to move the adjournment of the House.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—That is not
the question before the House.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Yes, it is.

Hon. Mr. MASSON—There is no par-
alle] between this case and the case ci
by the hon. member from British Col-
umbia. The Hon. Mr. Miller had the
floor in the case referred to, and was
speaking and could consequently move
the adjournment, but the hon. gentle
man cannot move the adjournment, for the
plain reason that he cannot rise a second
time to speak. Of course, if he cannot rise
to speak, he cannot move the adjournment.
That is the rule in all assemblies, that you
cannot rise in your place to speak after you
have once spoken; consequently you must
not move the adjournment, but you may
ask your neighbour to do it. The hon.
gentleman from Richmond had the floor
bimself ; he did not take the floor a second
time when he said: “I move the adjourn-
ment.” He did not speak twice: the hon.
gentleman from Victoria has spoken once op
the question, and according to the rules be
cannot rise again in his seat to speak, and
consequently, cannot say, “I move the ad-

Jjournment of the House.”
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r Hon, Mr. DEVER—Further than that,

s ink the hon. Mr. Miller’s remarks were
Mply those of a private member, he was
0t Speaking from the chair, and therefore
18 remarks would have no more weight
'an the remarks of any hon. member. I

to point out also that the custom of
the ouse, under rule 21, has been just as
2® Speaker decided. A gentleman might

T8¢ after making a speech and make an ex-

p1"'Ila.tion.--mere]y an explanation— but he

U8t not make a new speech. That has
1 the practice of the House.

ThHon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Sne House will remember the very kind
8Restion which the leader of the opposition
R ®® made when I had an affection in my
thmat'. He sucgested that I should move
w}? adjournment of the House. I did so
ile speaking, though I had not completed
&p':esll)]eech. Tt was the same in Mr. Miller’s
Ch,

froThe SPEAKER—I can cite the rule here
M the Parliamentary Practice :
;Q[I,EPOH the same ground a member who has
Poi: Y spoken may rise and speak again upon a
a t of order or privilege, but a member who has
Y 8poken to a question may not rise again to
Hou an amendment or the adjournment of the
'Naie’ or any similar motion, though he may
"’elnb:o these questions when proposed by another
r,

Moy,

th.HOTl- Mr. POWER—In order to relieve

H::lstrain, T move the adjournment of the’

8e,

Hon. §ir FRANK SMITH.—Since the
‘pgztrnment is m ved for you, you may now

Flon. Mr. McTNNES (B.C.)—I want one
apply vo every member of this House.
1t was last year that the hon. Premier,
to an affection of the throat,
the adjournment of the House.
"'lbth on. member from Richmond, on
®r  occasion, did the same thing

r Speaking for some time. Now I want
t&ke?low if those are precedents. Can it be
t] from this out as an established fact
ting & gentleman, after speaking for some
N ’scafl move the adjournment, or after
n(‘]‘.b.]ec:t; which has been discussed has
Hoy,, ‘SPosed of, and nothing is before the
» €an the member who brought up that

e
Ty
. Ow}_llnk

g
m()v
Theed

subject move the adjournment of the House ?
However, no matter what the decision is, I
merely wanted to say, when the hon.
Premier raised this point, that my views
now are precisely the same as they were
several months ago with regard to Dr.
Bourinot. As I stated, and as the hon.
Premier has read from the Victoria papers,
Dr. Bourinot is a gentleman for whom I
have the highest regard.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
You did not seem to think so then.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—I thought so
then, I think sostill. I did think it a little
strange that he did not answer the telegram I
sent him. I did think it was rather strange
that he did notacknowledge thereceiptof it, if
he was not at liberty to offer an opinion on
the constitutionality of the question that I
propounded. The views which I expressed this
afternoon, although not in the same language
made use of by Dr. Bourinot, are the views
that he holds to-day or did hold a few days
ago, that it was not in accordance with the
statute, and not in accordance with the con-
stitution to bring those two subordinate
officers into the cabinet. That is all I want
to say on that subject. With reference to
Lieutenant-Governor Dewdney, T made use
of his names several times, but I do not
think any hon. member here can accuse me
of referring to him in anything like a disres-
pectful manner, or attributing to him any
impure or imyproper motives. I merely stated
the fact that it occurred to a great number of
usas rather strange that the Prime Minister,
who had been associated with Colonel Prior
for a great nuwber of years in the other
House, and intimately acquainted with him
since the Premier became a member of this
House, should have asked through a second
party, the Lieutenant Governor, whether he
would accept a position in the cabinet or
not. That is the only thing I said. It was
rather a puzzler to us. I did not throw any
reflection upon the leader of the government
for doing it, nor upon Lieutenant-Governor
Dewdney for replying and making the in-
quiries he did on behalf of Colonel Prior.
Now, as far as the majority is concerned,
and the position I take on the school ques-
tion, the honourable leader of the House is
strictly correct in what he has read from the
newspapers. 1 did make use of @hat langu-
age, and I intend to make use of it. It was
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owing to the fact that a vacancy occurred
that the Premier was enabled to offer a con-
trollership to Colonel Prior, after the
hon. gentleman could no longer, with
any degree of consistency or respect,
withold that office. That was one of the
reasons why the people, the independent
electors of Victoria, looked upon it as a sop |
and an insult. I assure the hon. gentleman !
that they felt it keenly, and feel it keenly,
and that the vast majority of the people of
that province, and the whole of the North-|
west, will never submit quietly to anything ’
that can be construed into the coercion of a
sister province. That is the universal feel-
ing, and it wili crop out and make itself felt
on every proper occasion. [ do not wish
the hon. gentleman who leads the govern-
ment in this House to be under any other
impression. That is a fixed and settled
principle in the west. The people out there
as a rule—and the hon. gentleman himself
mus* know it—-act and think for themselves,
and anything in the shape of coercion will

not be tolerated by them. 1 am now done.
Hon. Mr. McMILLAN.—I was going to,
ask where those gentlemen were from— i
those independent people. !

!
MACKENZIE BOWELL—

Hon. Sir
Nova Scotia.
Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—Yes;!

quite a number of them from Nova Scotia, |
and from all the maritime provinces, from |
the province of Quebec, and from the em-
pire province of Ontario. They have emi-
grated from those provinces. It is only
those that have independence, and can
reason and think and act for them-'

= —— e

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—I wish
to say a word or two hefore the debate
closes. The hon. Premier has stated the
case so clearly and strongly that further re-
marks are unnecessary, but the last few
words of the hon. gentleman from Victori#
oblige me to make a short statement. The
government did not expect that the calling
of Col. Prior to the cabinet would b
received with pleasure by the Liberal party
in Victoria. We never dreamt of anything
of the kind. Tt is a great satisfaction to the
majority of the people in British Columbi®
that Col. Prior has been called to the
cabinet, and that the government have
recognized the right of British Columbia t0
representation in the cabinet. Not only
was the news well received in Victoria, bub
deputations came from the mainland to con”
gratulate Col. Prior and the Conservative
party on h's being called to the Cabinet-
The Premier last year did not make any
promise at all. In fact, he gave us no hop®
whatever, and now that he has done this
against the opinion expressed then, it adds
much more weight to it, and gives wmuc
more satisfaction. I think we have not %0
look at anything in this matter beyond the
law as it stands.  Intentions are of no use
whatever. After you have intentions crystal”
lized into an Act of parliament, what be
comes of the intentions? They are no longe’
of any use. Welook to nothing more or les*
than the Act of parliament pure and simple
and there is no hon. gentleman in this Hous®
who has taken the opposition side of thi®
question to myself and the Premier that

will contend for one moment thab
the Act of parliament establishes any
disability on a member being call®

selves as a general thing, who find their way {to the cabinet. Tt merely points oub
to that distant province, and T can assure the | what the controllers are. It does not s8Y
hon. gentleman that they are not a people that they shall not be members of th®
to be dictated to or harshly dealt with. icabinet. That is quite clear. ‘Whatever
They are amenable to reason; they are the intentions were in that case, they
among the most intelligent, if I do say | entirely fall to the ground. We just look ab
it myself, people of this Dominion. i the, Act pure and simple. We stand upo‘;
istrong grounds. Col. Prior is a member ¢
Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH—Nobody is | the cabinet and has been sworn in, and th®
disputing that. | people are satistied.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—No more| Hon. Mr. POWER—With the perm!®
law-abiding citizens can be found in this, sion of the House I ask leave to withdra¥
country, yet at the same time they are the my motion to adjourn.
last people in the world that can with im-
punity be forced into doing anything against
their will.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—L
| wish to compliment my hon. friend who hsd
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Moved the adjournment of the House on the
Nowledge which he has of the rules and
rders which govern this deliberative body.
) €Y seem to be on a par with his know-
€dge of constitutional law.

The Senate then adjourned.

THE SENATE.
. Oltawa, LThursday, February 13th, 1896.

, THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
Oclock.

PNyers and routine proceedings.

LOAN COMPANIES BILL.
THIRD READING.

onHO“' Mr. MILLER, from the Committee
(B anking and Commerce, reported Bill
in) “An Act respecting Loan Companies
Ofc("'pomted by special Act of the Dominion
Thcanada,,” with amendments. He said :—

€ amendments have been made at the re-
g:est, of outside parties—parties not inter-
be?d in the promotion of the bill—and have
eﬂ‘n acquiesced in by the promoter. The
tr ot of them is to render the operation of
Act more uniform and to include other
°lltn' companies which would be otherwise
B, Side of its operation.
thcept?d the amendments and 'ave reported

® bil) unanimously to the House. In
USequence of the long adjournment about
of ke place, I see no objection, as chairman
the committee, to the adoption of the

a . .
oznel?dments now, and even the third reading

the bi)),

n Hon, Mr. ATKINS moved that the amend-
nts be adopted.

the he motion was agreed to and the bill was
sn read the third time and passed under a
Pension of the rules.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Biyy (D) “ An Act for the relief of James
Arson ”__(Hon. Mr. Clemow).

AN ADJOURNMENT.
MOTION.
on.8ir MACKENZIE BOWELLmoved

“ When the House adjourn to-day it stand

Pe

H
thy;

The committee |

adjourned until Tuesday the 25th inst., at
eight p.m.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—Will that
not interfere more or less with the consider-
|ation of the report of the Committee on
i Contingencies which is fixed for that day ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIEBOWELL—The
Sepate will meet at eight o'clock in the
evening and we can take up the ordinary
business and proceed with it. If the House
think it advisable to postpone any of the
' business until the next day, that course can
be followed.

Hon. Mr. POWER—The House under-
stood, when the chairman of the Committee
on Contingencies made his report, that it
was to be considered on the second day of
the meeting and not taken up in the evening.
| There ought to be an understanding that it
' will stand over until the following day.

Hon. Mr. ALMON--T should be very
sorry indeed if the consideration of the
t report should be hurried through the House
at an evening session. Thereisa great deal
to be discussed about the report itself, and
also the indelicate way in which sume of the
results were reached. (Cries of order). I
I may have heen misinformed on the subject ;
if 50, I shall be ready to apologize for what I
have said, but if what 1 have heard be true,
they should not discuss the report until the
day after the meeting.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
do not think there can be any objection to
leave it until Wednesday ; in fact, if the
Senate will consent, consideration of the
report can be fixed for Wednesday.

Hon. Mr. McKAY—The chairman is
quite willing to have it fixed for Wednesday,
but the report is no - in the hands of the
House.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
With the understanding that the repoit of
the Committee on Contingencies will not be
taken up until the 26th, I ask that my
motion be adopted.

The motion was agreed to.
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FEMALE OFFENDERS IN NEW
BRUNSWICK BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (C) “ An Act
respecting female offenders in the Province
of New Brunswick.”

(In the Committee).
On the preamble,

Hon. Mr. ADAMS said: I think it
would be well for us to look carefully at this
legislation. As a matter of fact, I have been
absent from the House for some time and
this is the first opportunity that T have had
to examine the bill. It is a matter for
serious consideration whether we should take
from the judiciary of this country the power
to impose legal sentence upon any person
and transfer it to another authority not
authorized by the Crown. I have given the
- bill only a temporary glance, and I think it
is a measure that is not required. There has
been no demand for it from the province of
New Brunswick as far as I know, and it
should not pass. Why should a police
magistrate be empowered either to increase
or to lessen the sentence of a prisoner who
has been found guilty? It is a new theory
and practice of law which is submitted for
our approval. Why should we take away
from the judge the functions of his office
Sitting on the bench hearing the testimony,
he watches the witnesses as they appear
before him, and the jury having heard
the evidence pronounce upon the guilt
of the accused person ; why should we pass
a bill declaring that the person so convicted
under these circumstances shall be sent to a
particular institution? I say it is wrong in
law, and a wrong against the Crown. Icame
into this chamber a few minutes ago with-
out the slightest knowledge that this legis-
lation was to be considered. Isayitisa
measure which is not calculated to be favour-
able to the commonwealth, or to carry into
effect the principles of what we call the
Criminal Code of Canada. No class of
offenders should be relieved from the penalty
of crime because of their creed. No person
convicted of crime should be punished by
virtue of any other authority than that of
the state. Once a person is declared a
criminal, he must be punished by virtue of
the criminal law. Once depart from that

principle and you remove every guarante®
for the punishment of crime. This bill is &
libel upon the people to whom I belong—my
co-religionists. I defy the hon. gentleman
who has charge of this bill to show me on
the records of New Brunswick five crimes
against the people who are thus libelled by
this bill and whom we are asked to protect:
For twenty-six years I have been practicing
law, and yet there are not on record five
criminals that this bill is destined to protect:
The Roman Catholics of New Brunswick
want no such protection as this. If any of
them commit an offence, let them be
punished as other people are; we want no
special favours. Let them come within the
criminal jurisdiction of this country, which 18
the law of the land, and stay there, and be
punished and submit to punishment. I am
not acquainted yet with the procedure of this
great chamber, but I should like to know if
it is not possible to remove this bill in som®
way to a select committee. I do not want
as & Roman Catholic, to admit the princip!‘3
of this bill, because if it is good for us it 18
good for all classes and creeds and it shoul
be made general. I am not going to stan
here in the Senate of Canada, the great
chamber of the world, the thratre ©
thought, and to say that my first vote will
be given for the purpose of sectionalism—
that I shall ask for my people a specid
privilege as against others. If the bill 18
good for us, then by any principle that caP
move a man and touch his soul and move b8
heart, it should be made universal ; other”
wise it is not good. Therefore, withoub
further remark, I ask if there is no.way by
which this bill can be referred to a speci
committee where we can get together, an
if it be found good, we can make it unive

in its application. As a Canadian, I refus®
to give my imprimatur to legislation Py
which a criminal can be moved to a speci®
institution by virtue of a police magistrate®
judgment. T am not going to vote for #
measure by which a police magistrate of t_he
city of St. John can by his judgment 18°
crease or reduce the limit of imprisonment-

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Th®
hon. gentleman from New Brunswick is n?
familiar with the rules of the House, and b®
wishes to know whether this Bill can be 1€
moved from a committee of the whole to#
select committee. I suppose that it can b;
done by moving that the committee rise a»
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'®port, and then another motion can be
ade referring the report to a select com-
Mittee, T agree with a great deal of what
the- hon. gentleman has said—that no private
Society should be allowed to ask for legisla-
'on of this kind. The punishment provided
T in this bill really does not amount to
Wprisoninent at all. If the provincial gov-
“rnment were to ask*for legislation of this
nd, it would be right and fair, and it
*20uld be applied to all religious denomina-
lons, bus it is not proper that any private
sf’clety should be allowed to ask for legisla-
o0 of this character. A bill, similar to
18, from Nova Scotia, was before us some
‘,‘.e’“ﬂ ago, and I took exception to it at that
:m& The bill should provide for the in-
Pection of these institutions, T would not
U8t any society with the control of the
:l:’f(’!‘tunate class to which it applies, unless
®re wag careful and scrupulous inspection

pe"i(w;iica,lly.

. E'Ion. Mr. WOOD—I would have no ob-
Ieetion ¢ referring the bill to a select com-
?lttee\ if T thought that any good could
°8ult therefrom. The bill, as I remarked
the second reading, is copied almost
®rbatim from the measure passed in this
Ouse in 1891 relating to Nova Scotia. I
Uderstood that the principle of the bill was
Opted at the second reading, and I cannot
-© What benefit is to be derived from refer-
U2 it now to a select committee. The
Poing which the hon. gentleman seemed to
188 wags that this bill gave the magistrate
Wer to extend the period of imprisonment
bey°_11d the time fixed by the court ; that can
th 1scussed when we come to that clause of
® bill and I suppose can be discussed as
a ly in committee of the whole as in
K s'ele({t committee. With reference to the
V.JectIOn raised by the hon. member from
inlct")_"id', he will find that there is a clause
of th}s bill which provides for the inspection
this instiution.

lon. Mr. BOULTON—I do not_think
Ob?‘p the last speaker has stated the principal
Jection of the hon. gentleman from North-
rland" in saying that it is with regard
tiot © power of the magistrate. The objec-
th;l Which I understood him to raise was

®Xceptional privileges should be granted
insz.pal'_ticular sect, or a particular private
of 'ution, on behalf of criminals disposed

by the magistrates of the country. That

is the position which he assumed. Itisa
position in which I cordially agree. If
a law is good for one it is good for all. It
is a reasonable question that the hon. gen-
tleman has raised how far a duty that devol-
ves upon the state should be consigned to
a private institution under special legisla-
tion such as is now before us. A Pro-
testant, like myself, hesitates about taking
such a position lest he should offend the sus-
ceptibilities of his fellow countrymen of
another religion. But the objection, coming
as it does from the hon. gentleman, is well
taken. All those lines of distinction should
disappear as far as possible between Catholics
and Protestants, and we should avoid
bringing denominational or religious matters
into the discussion of any of these questions.
The sooner w2 educate our people and
our statesmen to take that position,
the sooner will we have a happier, a
better governed, and a more prosperous
country. Those are the views that 1 hold.
I am pleased to be able to congratulate the
hon. member from Northumberland on
having made his appearance on the floor of
the Senate. He is a young man, and T hope
he will become an ornament to this cham-
ber and of great assistance in the future
legislation of this country. It ishere where
deliberate thought is exercised, where we
can deliberate on those questions without
the fear of having to go to the country and
be punished perhaps for having aroused the
prejudices of any particular class in the
constituency to which we have to appeal ;
and, therefore, a greater responsibility rests
upon us to deal with those questions in a
thoughtful manner. The hon. gentleman
who has charge of this bill should allow it
to go before a special committee, if only
as a matter of courtesy to the hon. gentle-
man who requests it and who has been
absent fighting the battles of his party in
New Brunswick. I think the hon. gentle-
man from Westmorland might very properly
give his consent to delay this legislation till
after the adjournment.

Hon. Mr. McDONALD (P.EL)—I do
not agree with the view taken by the hon.
member for Northumberland, of the pro-
visions of this bill. In looking over the
measure when first submitted to us, I thought
it was legislation in a good and proper direc-
tion. I know I should be very desirous to
see such a law enforced in my own province,
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so that any court could sentence a prisoner
to a reformatory institution, instead of
the common jail, to herd with the lowest
criminals of the land, when, perhaps, the
offence was of a trivial character.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON
then.

Hon. Mr. McDONALD (P.E.L)—If the
bill results in sending criminals of that
character to a reformatory instead of a jail,

Make it general,

which is the object of the measure, I think:

it must be a good measure. As to the
provisions of the bill, they are very
judicious and in the proper direction.

The |

p— p——

himself. He must know, further, that the
province of New Brunswick requires such &
measure as this. T do not see how any one
representing that province, can opposé
this bill, knowing the number of unfor-
tunate children, as you may call them,
and women who are liable to misfortune
there. They should have some asylum
where they can be taken from the streets and
protected, and that is the only object in vieW
in presenting this bill. It is not a denom}:
national measure at all, nor has it originat

‘in any sectarian feeling. It is introduced
 because there is a need for something of the
‘kind. The institution to which the bill
refers is the only one in St. John where

question has been raised as to the inspection  there is accommodation for taking charge of
of institutions of this kind. That is provid- | female offenders to reform them. I believe
ed for in the bill, as one of the clauses of the , that the promoter of thi< bill is actuated
bill provides for inspection by the govern-| so]ely by a de-ire to benefit the whole com-
ment and by the authorities ofthe city of munity. At the second reading of vi.e bill
St. John, if they send prisoners to the insti- | I expressed my regret that the institution

tution.
peace who sentences the prisoners can send

them to the reformatory, and it is not taking
It is merely giving
them authority to send the prisoners under

power away from them.

sentence to a reformatory institution instead
of sending them to toe common jail.

Similar legislation has already been enacted

in some of the other provinces, and I feel

that it is a step in the right direction to
I repeat I should like
to see the same legislation applied to the
province which I representas well as to

extend it further.

others.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—I have no particular
interest in the bill, but I had the honour of

seconding the motion for its second reading.
I am not a legal gentleman, and, therefore,

T cannot explain the features of the bill, but
it strikes me that the hon. gentleman who

opposes the bill and complains that he has
not had an opportunity to see it, because he
only came into the chamber a fe}w minutes
ago, should remember that it is not our
fault. If he thought proper to look after
his own interests or after local electiops, and
neglect his duty here, h.e has no right to
offer opposition to the bill on t.hat ground.
If there are any legal objections to the
measure, I fancy the lawyers here, as it goes
through committee, wiil remove them, and
in that way we will get the bill through,
with the assistance of the hon. gentleman

The magistrate or the justice of the . wWas not one which would receive offenders

lof all creeds, but we cannot have such an
institution yet. The day may come when
we can, but until then we should give en-
couragement and assistance to the deserving
institution to which this bill relates. A bill
precisely similar to this, applying to Nov#
Scotia, met the approval of this House and
I think this one also should pass.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER——I rise to a point of
order. Rule 76 reads as follows :

No arguments are admitted against the principle
of a bill on a Committee of the Whole.

The principle of the bill may be debated
at the second reading, or possibly at the
third reading, but our rules forbid such #
discussion in Committee of the Whole.

The CHAIRMAN Tt appears to me that
the point of order is well taken and we shoul

have no argument on the principle of th®
bill.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—T do not objec®
to the bill at all, but as a matter of courtesy
to the hon. gentleman, from Northumberlan
who has only recently come into this House
we should postpone the further consideratio?
of the bill until after the adjournment.
hope the promoter of the bill will acquiesc?
in the proposition.
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Hon. Mr. WOOD—I would have no
9bjection at all if we could take up the bill

a day or two, but the Senate will not meet
8gain until next Tuesday week.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—You will have
plenty of time.
Hon, Mr. WOOD—If there is a general
desfil‘e for time to discuss the bill, I have no
%Ojection at all, and I therefore move that
€ committee rise and report progress and
leave to sit again.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I am glad to see
that the hon. mover of the bill proposes to
a'n(_’W the committee to rise, although
Strictly speaking he would be within his
"ght if he insisted upon the bill proceeding.
Or the information of the hon. member
'om Northumberland, T may say that the
®tails of this bill have been very carefully
nsidered. A bill somewhat similar to this
) 38 introduced into this chamber when the
3te Sir John Abbott was premier, and it
be remembered that it was opposed in
rtain particulars by the hon. gentlemen
' Victoria who has to-day spoken against
'8 bill, and that the leader of the House
8 thay day devoted a great deal of attention
:;)1 the measure. The bill was referred to
e N Department of Justice and was carefully
honsldered there, and the measure which is
ro¥ law was very carefully considered,
*8ard having been had to all the circum-
Nces of the case and to the objections
ich had been made. I do not think that
Special committee even of this House
N ould be likely to improve on the details of
Ne bill, but if the hon. gentleman from
Othumberland is anxious to have an
oPPortunity to take the sense of the House
" the principle of the bill, it would he
hit’ T perhaps to give him a chance to move
o .Motion in amendment to the motion to
Into Committee of the Whole again.

glon. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington), from
%e Committee reported that they had made
® progress with the bill and asked leave

8t again,

The Senate then adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Tuesday, February 25, 1896.

Tre SPEAKER took the Chair at Eight
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (30) ““ An Act respecting the Guelph
Junction Railway Company.”—(Mr. Mac-
Innes, Burlington.)

Bill (40) ““ An Act respecting the South
Ontario Pacific Railway Company.”—(Mr.
MacInnes, Burlington.)

Bill (42) *“ An Act respecting the Canada
and Michigan Bridge and Tunnel Company.”
—(Mr. MacInnes, Burlington.)

Bill (41) “An Act respecting the Lake
Erie and Detroit River Railway Company.”
—(Mr. MacInnes, Burlington.)

Bill (29) *“ An Act to amend the Act in-
corporating the Supreme Court of the Inde-
pendent Order of Foresters.”—(Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (39) “An Act respecting the St.
Lawrence and Adirondack Railway Com-
pany.”—(Mr. Read, Quinté.)

Bill (37) “An Act to confirm a certain
lease and agreement between the Grand
Trunk Railway Company of Canada and
the St. Lawrence and Adirondack Railway
Company.”-—(Mr. Read, Quinté.)

Bill (26) ¢ An Act respecting the Nelson
and Fort Shepherd Railway Company.”—
(Mr. Read, Cariboo.)

Bill (47) *“An Act respecting the Bran-
don and South Western Railway Company.”
—(Mr. Perley.)

Bill (27) “ An Act respecting the Lind-
say, Bobcaygeon and Pontypool Railway
Company.”—(Mr. Dobson.)

Bill (25) “An Act to amend the Act res-
pecting the St. Lawrence and Ottawa Rail-
way Company.”—(Mr. MacInnes, Burling-
ton.

Bill (10) “An Act to amend the Act
respecting the Adulteration of Food, Drugs
and Agricultural Fertilizers.”—(Mr. Fer-
guson.

Bill (34) “An Act to consolidate and
amend certain Acts relating to the Nipis-
sing and James’ Bay Railway Company.”—
(M. MacInnes, Burlington.)

The Senate then adjourned.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, 26th February, 1896. |

Ture SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’cluck.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (E) “An Act to incorporate the
Yukon and British Columbia Trading and
Development Company of Canada, Limited.
(Mr. Kirchhoffer).

Bill (F) “An Act respecting the Cana-
dian Historical Exhibition.—(Mr. MacInnes,
Burlington.)

THE NORTH-WEST TERRITORIAL
GUVERNMENT.

INQUIRIES.
Hon. Mr. PERLEY inquired :

What amount the Lieutenant-Governor of the
North-west Territories recommended should be
voted for the North-west Territories Government
for the next fiscal yem-, or if the Honourable Mr.
Haultain of the North-west Territories Govern-
ment made a recommendation of a sum, and if so,
what amount ?

Also, if the Honourable Lieutenant-Governor of
the North-west Territories has handed in a list of
the persons, and the amounts due such persons, on
the Territorial Exhibition: account, and has he
caused such accounts to be paid ?

Also, has the Lieutenant-Governor of the North-
west Territories been granted a further leave of
absence, and if so, for how long and for what pur-
pose ?

He said: I have very little to say until
I hear the reply of the government. My
remarks will be largely governed by their

answer.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
am sorry that I am unable, in conformity
with the usages of government afiecting
matters of this kind, to give the information
called for by the first question. I may add
that it is not usual to divulge the amounts
which are asked for by any territorial gov-
ernment. The estimates and the supplemen-
tary estimates, which will be brought down
in a short time will give all the information
to the people that we think is necessary in
connection with the appropriations for
carrying on the government of the North-

west. I am afraid that if the information
asked for by the hon. gentleman were given,
it would lead, not to confusion perhaps, hut
'to a good deal of controversy throughout
|the North-west Territories. I may add,
ihuwever, that the amounts asked for are
inever very small, and the government, iP
| coming to a decision, recommend to Parlia-
'ment as much as they think is necessary in
;the interest of the good government of the
country. To the next question I may say
that a list of persons connected with the
Territorial Exhibition accounts has not
yet been handed in to the Lieutenant
Governor. He has been asked for a full
statement of the receipts and expenditures
from all sources, and the purposes for which
the expenditures were made, and he inform-
e1 me the other day that he had written %0
the North-west in order to obtain a full
statement, which he was not able to give
himself while here. With reference to the
last question, a month’s additional leave ©
absence has been given to the Lieutenant-
Governor on account of ill-health, on the
statement of his physician that it was neces-
sary that he should have a further leave ©
absence for the reason that I have indicated-

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-TI stated prior 0
putting the questions that my remarks
would depend entirely upon the answers.
am debarred from saying a good deal that
would otherwise have stated by the reply ©
the Premier, but when the supplementary
estimates come down I shall then be in #
position to deal with the question again.
may say, however, that inasmuch as th®
hon. Premier told us at an early stage ©
the session that the Lieutenant-Governof
was brought down here to be consulted 0%
the question of the finances of the territord’
I want to find if according to the estimate®
which have been handed down since th®
time, His Honour was consulted. I presum®
of course that he was, because the Prim®
Minister says he was brought down to b?
consu.lted on the finances and other matter®
pertaining to the North-west Territorie®
They have either not taken his advice, %
else his advice was very bad, but I hav®
only to say this: that I notice by the est?
mates that have been voted for the last fe¥
years that there has been very little increas®
in the appropriations for that country. They
have been practically the same, notwith”
standing the North-west Territories hav®
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ereased materially in population, which
Would necessitate a larger expendi-
Ure of money, I find that very little
mof‘e has been provided in the estimates
Which have already been brought down than
Ve have had for the past two years for the
Ministration of the government of that
%“I}try. It is a well known fact that we
3%e increasing in population, and in propor-
lon a8 a pew country like the North-west
erritories developes, a country which ex-
ds over so vast an area, the necessity for
blic improvements increases. Now we
tl;ld that in the speech from the Throne
€y foreshadowed the policy of giving us
Nother representative from that country,
OWing that population, and therefore the
80ts of that country have materially in-
%ed. T understand by the census taken
i:zt Year it is shown that the population has
an d"easfzd in the neigkbourhood of 40 percent,
With those people scattered over the
in“ntry, the requirements are greater.  Still,
the face of that, I see no larger amounts
ed in the estimates than last year and
Far before and I come to this conclusion,
lls.at if His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor
gov een brought down to advise with the
®rnment with respect to the finances of
hai Country, he has failed in his duty, or they
g, de disregarded his advice, or he does not
,himertand the requirements of the country
x olf. T have this to say, that I take
(}oeeptlon to His Honour the Lieutenant-
})evernor being the gentleman who should
we_0nsulted with reference to the North-

Territories’ matters. We are not

Wao, 2VOUrably situated in the North-

Co.”  Territories as other provinces in
&nad . .

the Jaare. We have no representative in

80vernment to whom we can appeal.
ane 2ve individually, or collectively, as the
oup “I'I‘ay be, to press upon th‘e government
ey ants ; but we are told in this parlia-

»and it goes to the world, that we are
thy, ulted only as a matter of courtesy, and
sibje the Lieutenant-Governor, an irrespon-
Aoy, e who does not know anything
With, the country, is advised and consulted
Weo,’ R Fegard to the finances of the North-
take, and in the end that his advice is not
egti'::' cause there is no increase in the
gOVBraW this year. T take exception to the
rﬂment consulting a man of that char-
ang i.t say those are not his functions,
gy, dWOllld be very proper, if the go-ern-

120 not consult the representatives of

that country, that they should consult Mr.
Haultain. He is the Premier of the North-
west Territories and has a parliament
composed of twenty-nine members, repre-
senting every part of the North-west Terri-
tories, and by virtue of his position he
would know the requirements of the country
because he gets the information from
these representative men. He is therefore
able to make out a statement of what
is required. He knows that the country
requires more bridges and more roads and
improvements of that kind and that the
school accommodation should be increased.
He is a man who should have some influence
in recommending what the appropriations
should be. I do not wish to say much
just now until the supplementary estimates
are submitted, but in the estimates which
have been brought down, the amounts
for the North-west Territories are placed at
so much, less than I expected, that I con-
cluded they could mnot have taken
this man’s advice if he had given any? I
am glad to learn that His Honour now is in
a fit condition to return to the North-west
Territories. 1 regret, however, that he has
had to come down here, and has failed to
bring a statement showing the amount of
the accounts due to the people of the North-
west Territories, who helped to erect the
buildings and furnished materials necessary
to carry on the exhibition. I regret that he
did not make out such a statement, because
hehashad fromthemonth of Augusttodo it in.
The Lieutenant-Governor has been here to
put those accounts in proper form, and they
should have been ready so that they might
be voted by the government this session.
He has been here in Ottawa I understand
two months, and now we are told that his
leave of absence has been extended because
of ill-health. T question the ability or pro-
ficiency of the doctor who gave the certi-
ficate. I think that he is hardly up to the
standard of medical men, because I have
seen His Honour here and have heard of
him going to dinner parties and attending
the great ball—therefore he must-be con-
valedcent and not under the weather. He
must have recovered very fairly to attend a
ball and I do hope that he will now return
to his place of duty. I understand that
during his absence, when he is required to
to be absent on duty, he gets an additional
$5 a day. If that is the case, it is wrong,
and now that he has done his duty he should



178

[SENATE)]

- e

be required to go back to the Territories.
It is a reflection on our section of the country
if our Governor can live here in Ottawa.
That is not the case in the other provinces.
If a Governor is necessary at all, he should
reside there part of his time at any rate and
therefore His Honour should go back. I
did not intend to say as much as I have
said, but I hope when the supplementary
estimates come down there will be an
adequate amount. It should be $100,000
more than I see in the estimates to-day.
The hon. Premier says we ask for great
things, that we ask for more than we can
get. I am well aware of that fact, but he
should bear in mind that the North-westis a
great country and it takes more to ad-
minister the public affairs up there than in
any other part of Canada. We have to get
roads and bridges, and when we ask a larger
amount for roads and bridges than would be
given to other places in Canada we are
asking simply what is just and proper for
the development of the North-west. It is im-
portant that we should have money and
when you only give us a couple of hundred
thousand or two hundred and fifty thousand

dollars for the administration of the
affairs of that country and to pay
all the expenses that have to
be met, the sum is undoubtedly in-

adequate, and the advice the government
has acted upon in giving so small a sum has
been bad advice. I hope they will consult
the members of the North-west as to the
amount that should be given, because it is
in the interests of Canada that we should
have roads in that country to get to the
railways, and bridges to cross the rivers.
The government should be most liberal in
its policy towards that country, and by that
means they will help to develope the re-
sources of the country and make the settlers
satisied and contented, which is an im-
portant thing in any country. I will not
say more at present, but I hope that in the
supplementary estimates the government
will see fit to bring down larger amounts to
meet the requirements of that country.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
have just one word to say in reply to the
hon. gentleman. When he intimated that
the government paid no respret to the
opinion of the Lieutenant-Governor or of the
Premier, he was labouring under a misappre-
hension. It does not follow because the

demands made by a local government, and
more particularly a territorial governments
are not complied with, that, therefore, n0
respect is paid to the opinions of those who
make the demands. No one recognizes
more fully than I do the requirements of the
great, North-west and its growing importance
to the Dominion, but, while I admit thab
the hon. gentleman must draw the distin¢
tion between a territorial governor, who
must be the medium, to a greater or less
extent, of communication between the exec”
utive at Ottawa and the North-west, and &
provincial government which is endow
with full power under responsible govern:
ment. The opinions and representations ©
Mr. Haultain have not only beel
sought always, but they have bee?
acceded to as far as it was deem®
proper and as far as the revenu®
of the country would justify. I have noth”
ing to say with reference to the eulogie®
which the hon. gentleman has passed upo®
the North-west. Weare as fully in sympathy
with those sentiments as he can posst
bly be. The hon. gentleman knows that
the main estimates scarcely ever cO%
tain appropriations to meet extraordinafy
demands, and this territorial exhibition ¥
one of that character, and one which, I hes¥
tate not to say, if acceded to must be gran

as an act of grace rather than of right.
wording of the resolution granting the $297
000 was so clear and explicit that ther®
could not be any possibility of a misunde”
standing. I admit, however, the force of t
argument which the hon. gentleman b
made in sayingthat the Lieutenant-Govern?
being the direct representative of the gover®
ment at Ottawa, they must consider the":i
selves to a very great extent equitably bounk
tomeet the extra expenditure which 100
place ; providing (and I suppose it will pe
found) that it is traceable to his mana8
ment. That is about as far as I could g° "
explaining the position of the governme®
and the view is one in which T think eve
member of the Senate will acquiesce. 0
sorry that the hon. gentleman should h"’v.ii
found it necessary—no doubt he deemed %
in the interest of that portion of the DO 1y '
nion in which he lives—to speak so harsh

of the Lieutenant Governor.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—I did not sP""k
harshly of him.
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Hon. Sir '"MACKENZIE BOWELL-—
e hon. gentleman questioned the genuine-
Riess of the certificate which had been given
M. T had sufficent confidence, and so had
Wy colleagues, in the physician from whom
1€ certificate came to believe it to be genu-
e, and if T were to mention the name of
€ physician I venture to say that the hon.
8entleman would recognize him as one who
Stands high in his profession and one whose
Pinion is entitled to respect.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—I always took it
for granted, inasmuch as the Lieutenant-

Overnor is an officer of the Dominion Gov-
i"mnent, that they would pay the bills. I
Rew  that they would be honourable
Shough to pay them. What T refer to is

© ordinary expenditure of the govern-
Went,

haHOIl. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I

fo¥e been through that country and have
ed a good many of the rivers, and conse-

Wently know that they want bridges.

THE HOUSEKEEPER OF THE
SENATE.

MOTION.

OfHOIl- Mr. McKAY moved the adoption
lili e second report of the Standing Com-
ttee on the Internal Economy and Con-
Nhgem-, Accounts of the Senate. He said :
o> doubt this report has been read by every
®mber of the Senate, and it is therefore

up Ceessary for me to make any remarks
Pon it.

theHOI.l‘ Mr. DICKEY—I took no part in
Qo 8cussion of this matter before the
Dmittee, although I voted against it,
Ving decided objections, which have since
l‘ep: Strengthened, to the object of that
is I must express my deep regret at
for Matter being forced before the House
whocﬁnsgderation, and I think that those
the 1.r® interested, especially my hon. friend
Vero cmier, might well have yielded to the
the Strong objections which were made to
Course recommended by the report.
Pen;n the position of housekeeper was
P red vacant by the death of the late
T Dunne, the Speaker, in the exercise of

*xe cfsc"etion (in my opinion a most wise
Porg, e of that discretion) appointed tem-
:‘;5’;0 that position the present occu-

pant John Dunne, one of the best known of
the employees of the Senate outside of this
Chambes. John Dunne has been over thirty
years in the service of the Senate and of the
corresponding body before the confederation
of the provinces. I have been acquainted
with him for the long period of thirty years,
and I can say without hesitation that out-
side of this Chamber a more intelligent, more
courteous, or more capable employee than the
present occupant of the housekeeper’s place.
That he is a man of integrity and thoroughly
reliable is evinced by the action of those who
placed him in one of the most confidential
positions, that of bank messenger of the
Senate. He has shown his integrity in
that as in all other cases where his
conduct has come in question. I may say
further that, having been present at the
discussion that took place in the Committee,
I know of no person who doubted his capacity
for filling the office of housekeeper. He has
been from youth upward in close relations
with the former housekeeper. Heknows all
the wants and requirements of the situation
—he thoroughly understands the business,
and it is no wonder that His Honour the
Speaker placed him in that position pro-
visionally until the Senate could pronounce
upon the appointinent. Some arguments
have been drawn from a suggestion that Mr.
Carleton is an outsider, and that if he is
brought in he will strengthen the staff of the
Senate. That is an argument which appeals
to me more strongly that any other, because
I was instrumental in years past in bringing
outsiders into the service of the Nenate, in
two signal cases. One was the present
Doctor Bourinot, and the other is the present
Law Clerk of the Senate. But in both these
cases, which are by no means parallel to this,
there was no question of thrusting out any
occupant of the office to which either was
appointed. They were both outsiders, and
in the case of Doctor Bourinot, he was
appointed to a situation which was then
created for the first time. We can look
back with a feeling of thankfulness that
that situation .was created at the time, when
we compare it with the position we are now
in with the staff of reporters at the table.
He was appointed shorthand reporter of the
Senate for the first time. It was an office
that was found in those early years to be
absolutely necessary, and it has expanded
itself into what we see before us at the pre-
sent day. With regard to Dr. Bourinot, I
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may say, as I can truly say of the other per-
son whom I have named, that he has done
no discredit either to the service or to the
province from which h - came. We have all
reason to be proud of them, not only those
who are their compatriots and countrymen
in the province of Nova Scotia, but also all
who have watched their course since they
came info the larger arena of the Confedera-
tion. Mr. Creighton was opposed, on the
occasion when his appointment was moved
by myself in the Committee, by another man
from the outside, brought from the distant
city of Quebec up here with the whole influ-
ence of the government at his back and with
a very large amount of sympathy from the
province of Quebec, but notwithstanding all
that, I took the course then which I intend
to take to-day. Iappealed to the independent
opinion of that committee and of the Senate
and asked them to look into the question with
a view to the character of the Senate itself,
and to appoint a man eminently qualified,
such as our present law clerk is, for the posi-
tion, in place of taking the man from Quebec
whose appointment would nave been worse

‘would be an entirely different matter,

cidence, Mr. Creighton’s appointment was
carried by a very small majority, some tW0
or three votes, against the government-
This appointment, on the other hand, has
been carried by a very small majority, whic

the change of one or two votes would have
made a majority the other way, and we aré
asked upon that to make the appointment
which is recommended by the report that 18
in your hands, There is a principle under-
lying this subject, which is of very consl -
derable importance, and that is the princ®
ple of promotion in the service of this House-
If you take away from men who are doing
their duty as best they can the opportunity
of being promoted after they have dischal”
ged their duty thoroughly to the satisfac
tion of their employers, you take away t_h"
greatest safe guard of having those dutie®
well performed. That is the principle upo®
which we are acting in this case. If th®
man who is recommended for appointmeﬂt'
in this report were decidedly superior to th®
one who now fills the office and
in the line of promotion, then bl:
u

than afarce—it wouldhave been a calamity. |no one can tell how Mr. Carleton would

It was admitted afterwards that the Senate | serve as housekeeper here.

had taken a very wise courseinappointing Mr.
Creighton, although they did it, as I shall
have to ask them to do to-day, against the will
of theleader of the government. I canonly
say that I had my reward afterwards in the
acknowledgment of all parties that it would
have been a disaster to have ade the ap-
pointment which was approved of by the
government. I have no hesitation in say-
ing to-day that if this man, who is recom-
mended by the Committee, be appointed
there might be a similar opinion before many
weeks or months would elapse. I am speak-
ing now of outsiders being brought into the
Senate. On those occasions there was no ques-
tion of interfering with the staff of the Sen-
ate, for there was no candidate from itin
either ease, but to-day the questionis before
us in a very different position. We are asked
to thrust out a man whose qualifications for
the office are undisputed, who is nerfectly
competent and who is in the direct line of
promotion. Weare asked to thrust him out
and put into the oftice a stranger and out-
sider, a man of whom we know nothing ; but
we do know the capacities and qualifications
of the man who is in, and that will be
the question which will be submitted
presently to the House.

We know not:
ing of his qualifications for that positio™
We do know of the qualifications of th®
other men. But I am speaking now of th¢
principle involved. Tt is this that the prin¢"
ple of promotion should only be set as! 0
in a case of undoubted superiority on
part of an outsider over the occupant of the
position. While I am on that subject;
am unable to recall any instance in Y '
House, and I doubt if any hon. centlem®®
can suggest one, where an occupant ©
office has been thrust out to make room fo;
an outsider. T recollect of none such. !
would be a great calamity if we wer?
reduced to that. But fortunately we &
not ; we have already in the service of tB
Senate persons who are qualified for
position and it is but fair to the Commit’we
to say that they dealt with the question %
broad grounds. It was understood th%
although there were many applicant®
narrowed itself down to a pure contest o
tween John Dunne on one side and this ws?
Carleton on the other. We need not 80
further than that in discussing the quest’ﬂ
now. Under those circumstances this reP‘;e,
recommends the appointment of John Car
ton at a salary of one thousand dolls®®,

By a curious cein- | year, etc., and in order to get this app®
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Went for him, it provides asolatium of $100

1

ask the House to adopt in amendment to

:')’ea.r additional salary to John Dunne, not | that moved by my honourable friend, the
0 speak of the other $50 to Mr. Gilbert, | Chairman of the Connittee, is this :—

ich is fairly enough made and can

That the second report of the Standing Com-

Vi T.e . ' . . .
ry well be defended, but in the course mittce on Internal Economy and Contingent Ac-

Which I take in this matter I
at increase stand to be dealt with
afterwards. Weare at present dealing with
€ position of the housekeeper, and have
Dothing to do with the keeper of the news-
Yoom. "Tn order to carry that appointment
out, we are asked to give an increase to
Yohn Dunne, to smooth things over, and get
& majority for the person who is recommend-
Now, the issue, as I have already
Stated, is between these two. Shall we
Tust out John Dunne, who has been

®mpetency for the work since he was ap-
Pointed? T have heard no complaints ;—in
Ct, during a long acquaintance with the
®urse of his conduct as one of the
®mployees of the Senate, I have never heard
duy charge made against him, either as to
18 capacity or as to his honour. Why
Yoould we look for an outsider, when we
4ve among our own staff an officer who is
Mittedly competent ? It is suggested that
Ve should do so because it has been recom-
Mended by a member of the government in
¥hose employ this man was, that he should
provided for, presumably to make

8y for another person who will be
ggPOmted in his place. I want the
Mate to consider in what position

they place themselves, if they put a
Precedent, like this upon record There is
O precedent for it in 30 years of our exist-
Tice ag g legislative body, but if the Senate

:taﬂ' is to be made a place of refuge for the
meIOyees of the government in other

"anches, or other departments, then I think
le\? Senate will have descended to a lower
befel than I have ever known it to reach
Ore.  That is a point which ought to
€igh with this House—because it will be
ing a precedent, and we know precedents
acted upon after they are made. There
Many other considerations, which I can-
say I should like to dwell upon, because
lslike to dwell upon anything which
XCites unpleasant feelings. I am following
w: Tule that I laid down for myself—that I
2Uld say as little as possible to provoke
Scussion on this question and deal only
are § the merits, of the parties whose names
Included here. The resolution which I

are

hot,

shall let ' counts be not adopted, but that John Dunne,

Acting House-keeper, be appointed House-keeper
of the Senate in place of the late P. Dunne, at a
salary of $1,000 per annum from the date of the
provisional appointinent by His Honour the
Speaker, with the place of residence und other
privileges of the Senate.

It will be seen that what I propose by
this resolution confines this matter as much
as possible to the question of who shall be
the house-keeper, and in dealing with that,
if we refuse to adopt this report, we get rid

S ;of the proposed increase of salary to John
pointed provisionally, and has shown his

Dunne We get the matter placed on the
fairest footing irrespective of the question
of the $50 increase to Gilbert, which is a
matter with which the Committee could
deal at any time, because it has no relation
to this, except, apparently for the purpose
of enabling this office to be got for the man
recommended for it. Under those circum-
stances, I shall leave the matter in the
hands of the House. I trust that this
House will recollect that they are deciding
for the morale of their staff and their
service and keeping up the esprit de corps
of that service and making it what every
other service ought to be, a service where
they can feel that they will get promotion if
they deserve it by their good conduct and
that they will not be met by outsiders
comwing from other departments and the
Senate will benetit by taking an independ-
ent course. In this case I take it for
granted we will be at liberty to vote ac-
cording to our cenvictions,apart from politics.
There are no politics in this matter, I dis-
claim it altogether. As far as I am con-
cerned, I am merely acting in defence of the
morale of the Senate itself. I wantit un-
derstood well before the country, and I do
not want it to be said that this place is to
be a place of refuge for the employees of mem-
bers of the government to be brought here.

Hon. Mr.OGILVIE—Remarks have heen
made by the hon. gentleman from Amherst
which astonish me very much. I generally
listen with a great deal of care and respect
to what falls from the hon. member, having
great respect for his position in this House,
and for his age and exveritnce, but he has
brought forward some remarkably new ideas
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this afternoon. The hon. gentleman laid
great stress upon the fact that we were going
to thrust a man out and put another man in.
I do not see the possiblity of thrusting out
a man who never was in. John Dunne is a
good man for the place that heis in ; no one
doubts that, but that he is a first-class man
to be house-keeper of the Senate is open
to question. It is doubtful in my mind
whether he would be a first class man
or not. In my short experience of twelve
or thirteen years about this House, I
know that P. Dunne was a great deal too
easy with the messengers; he did not
keep proper control of them. They were
allowed to do much as they pleased. 1t
is to the knowledge of my#eelf, and other
members of the Senate, if they wish to speak
it out, that while some of the messengers
are first-class men, the servi.e is very far
from being what it should be. 1 have dealt
with a good any men, and have had a good
many men under me in my time, and it very

He is not the oldest messenger, nor has he
the best right to it. He is a first-class man
in the place he has occupied. I was one of
those who suggested that he should have an
increase of salary, because he is a most
obliging man, but it does not follow that he
is the best man for the position of house-
keeper, and from what I have heard from
people who know, I have no doubt that Mr.
Carleton is quite as likely to be a first-class
man as any other that we could pick out.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE —Bef