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MEMBERS OF THE GOVERNMENT

OF THE

RT. HON. SIR JOHN A, NACDONALD, G.C. B,

AT THE OPENING OF THE

FOURTH SESSION OF THE SIXTH PARLIAMENT,
1890.

Minister of Railways and Canals (Premier) .. Right Hon. Sir Jou~x A. Macpo~xaLp, G.C.B., &c.
Minister of Public Works .. .. .. Sir Hecror Lours Laxcevin, K.C.M.G., C.B.
Minister of Customs .. .. .. . .. Hon. MACKENZIE BOWELL.
Minister of Militia and Defence - .. Sir ApoLpHE P. Caroxn, K.C.M.G.
Minister of Agriculture . .. . .. Hon. Jou~ CarLING.
Minister of Inland Revenue .. .. .. Hon. Joux CosTicax.
‘Without Portfolio .. .. .. .. .. Hon. FRAXK SMmITH.
Secretary of State .. . .. .. Hon. JosepH ADOLPHE CHAPLEAT.
Minister of Justice .. . .. .. .. Sir Joux Sparrow Davip Tuomprsox, K.C.M.G.
Minister of Finance . .. .. .. Hon. GEORGE EvLas FoSTER.
Without Portfolio .. .. .. .. .. Hon. Jou~ JosErpH CALDWELL ABBOTT.
Minister of Marine and Fisheries .. .. Hon. CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Postmaster-General .. .. .. .. .. Hon. JoHN GraHAM HAGGART.
Minister of the Interior .. .. .. .. Houn. Epcar DEWDNEY.
President of the Council .. .. .. .. Hon. CaaRLES CarRroLL CoLBY.
Clerk of the Privy Council .. .. Joux Josern McGeE, Esq.

OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS:

Hon. Josepn ArDpric OUIMET .. .. Speaker.

Joux FisuEr Woob, M.P., Brockville .. .. Deputy Speaker.
Joux (4. Bourivor, Esq. .. .. - Clerk of the House.
DoxaLp W. MacpoXNELL, Esq. .. .. .. Sergeant-at-Arms.
Frangors Forronar RovLeavu, Esq. .. . Clerk Assistant.

OFFICIAL REPORTERS:

GEORGE B. BRADLEY . .. .. Chief Reporter

STEPHEN A. ABBOTT

E. Josern Duccax

ALBErT HOKTON . .. .. ..

F. R. Marceavu .. . .. .. \Reporters.

J. 0. Marceav

THos. JouN RICHARDSON

THos. P. OwWENs. . .. .. ..

Jxo. Cnas. Bovce .. .. . Assistant to Chief Reporter.






ALPHABETICAL LIST

OF THE

CONSTITUENCIES AND MEMBERS

OF THE

HOUSK OF

COMMONS

FOURTH SESSION OF THE SIXTH PARLIAMENT OF THE DOMINION OF CANADA.

1890.

AppiNegTroN—John W. Bell.

ArLBerT—Richard Chapman Weldon.

ALBERTA-—Donald Watson Davis.

ALcoMA—Simon J. Dawson.

Axxaroris—John B. Mills.

Axtigonisi—Hon. Sir John 8. D. Thompson,
K.C.M.G.

ARrcENTEUIL—James C. Wilson.

AssiNiBors, East—Hon. Edgar Dewdney.

Assinieors, West—Nicholas Flood Davin.

Bacor—Flavien Dupont.
Beavce—Joseph Godbout.
BeavnarNoOIS--Joseph Gédéon Horace Bergeron.
BeLLECcHASSE—Guillaume Amyot.
BerrHIER—Cléophas Beausoleil.
BoNavENTURE—Louis Joseph Riopel.
BorawerL—Hon. David Mills.
Braxt, N. Riding—James Somerville.
Braxr, S. Riding—William Paterson.
BrocrviLLe—John Fisher Wood.
BroME—Sydney Arthur Fisher.
Bruce, E. Riding—Henry Cargill.
Bruce, N. Riding—Alexander McNeill.
Broce, W. Riding—James Rowand.
fHector F. McDougall.
\ David McKeen.
CarpwrLL—Robert Smeaton White.
CarvLETON (N.B.)—Frederick Harding Hale.
CARLETON (O.)—George Lemuel Dickinson.
CariBoo—Frank S. Barnard.
CnamBLY—Raymond Préfontaine.
CramprLain—Hippolyte Montplaisir.
CHARLEVOIX—Simon Cimon.
CHARLOTTE—Arthur Hill Gillmor.
CrAaTEAUGUAY—Edward Holton.
CricouriMI AND SacUENAY—Paul Couture.
CoLcHesTER—Hon. Sir Adams . Archibald,
K.C.M.G.
Compron—Rufus Henry Pope.
CorNWALL aND SToRMONT—Darby Bergin.
CumMBERLAND—Arthur R. Dickey.

Care BRETON—

Dicey-—Herbert Ladd Jones.
DorcnesTER—Honoré J. J. B. Chouinard.
DruMMOND AND ARTHABASKA—Joseph Lavergne.
Duxpas—Charles Erastus Hickey.

Durnaym, E. Riding—Henry Alfred Ward.
Duraam, W. Riding—Hon. Edward Blake.

Ercix, E. Riding—John H. Wilson.

Ereix, W. Riding—George Elliott Casey.
Essex, N. Riding—dJames Colebrooke Patterson.
EssEx, S. Riding—dJames Brien.

Fro~NtENac—Hon. George Airey Kirkpatrick.

(tasrE—Louis Z. Joncas.
GLENGARRY—P. Purecel.
GLoUCESTER—Kennedy F. Burns.
GRENVILLE, S. Riding—Walter Shanly.
GrEY, E. Riding—Thomas 8. Sproule.
GrEY, N. Riding—James Masson.
GrEY, S. Riding—George Landerkin.
FuysporovGH—John A. Kirk.

Charles Wesley Colter.*
Walter Humphries Montague.

fHon. Alfred G. Jones.
| Thomas E. Kenny.

Harrox—John Waldie.

HamiLros — | Adam Brown.
\ Alexander McKay.

Hants—Alfred Putnam.

HastiNes, E. Riding—Samuel Barton Burdett.
Hasrings, N. Riding—Hon. Mackenzie Bowell.
Hastinegs, W. Riding—Henry Corby.
HocueLaca—Alphonse Desjardins.
HuxTize¢poN—Julius Scriver.

Hvurox, E. Riding—Peter Macdonald.

Hurox, S. Riding—John McMillan.

Hurox, W. Riding—Robert Porter.

HALDIMAND — {

HALIFAX—

IBerviLLE—Frangois Béchard.
InveErNEss—Hugh Cameron.

* Unseated on judgment of Supreme Court. Mr.
Montague returned and took seat March 4th, 1890, and
sat for remainder of Session.



LIST OF MEMBERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS.

JAcQUES CARTIER—Désiré Girouard.
JoLIETTE—Hilaire Neveu.

Kamouraska—Alexis Dessaint.

KEeNT (N.B.)—Pierre Amand Landry.*
KENT (Ont.)—Archibald Campbell.
Kine’s (N.B.)—Hon. George E. Foster.
King’s (N.S.)—Frederick W. Borden.

] ) Peter Adolphus McIntyre.
Kmve's (P.E.L)— James Edwin Robertson.

KingsTox—Rt. Hon. Sir J. A. Macdonald, G.C.B.

Lamerox, E. Riding—George Moncrieff.

Lampron, W. Riding—James Frederick Lister.

Lanark, N. Riding—Joseph Jamieson.

Lanark, S. Riding—Hon. John Graham Haggart.

LapPrAIRIE—Cyrille Doyon.

L’AssoMPrioN—Joseph Gauthier.

Lavar—Hon. Joseph Aldric Ouimet.

LEEDS AND GRENVILLE, N. Riding—Charles Fred-
erick Ferguson. )

LEeeps, 8. Riding—George Taylor.

LexNox—Uriah Wilson.

Ltvis—Pierre Malcolin Guay.

LixcoLN AND N1acara—John Charles Rykert.t

Liscar—Arthur Wellington Ross.

L’IsLer—Philippe Baby Casgrain.

Loxpon—Hon. John Carling.

LoreIN1ERE—COme Isaie Rinfret.

LuxeNBURG—James Daniel Eisenhauer.

MAarQUETTE—Robert Watson.
MaskiNeNoNGE—Charles Jérémie Coulombe.
MzcanTic—George Turcot.

Mippresex, E. Riding—dJoseph Henry Marshall.
MippLesex, N. Riding—Timothy Coughlin.
MippLEsEX, S. Riding—James Armstrong.
MippLesEx, W. Riding—Wm. Frederick Roome.
Miss1squor—David Bishop Meigs.
Monck—Arthur Boyle.

MoxrtcaLM—Olats Thérien.
MontmaeNy—Philippe Aug. Choquette.
MonTMORENCY—Charles Langelier.

MoNTREAL, Centre—John Joseph Curran.
MoNTREAL, East— Alphonse Télesphore Lépine.
MoNTREAL, West—Sir Donald A. Smith, K.C.M.G.
Muskoka—William Edward O’Brien.

NarierviLLE—Louis Ste.’ Marie.

NEw WEesTMINSTER—Donald Chisholm. %

NicoLer—Fabien Boisvert.

NorroLk, N. Riding—John Charlton.

Norroik, S. Riding—David Tisdale.

NorTHUMBERLAND (N.B.)—Hon. Peter Mitchell.

NorrHUMBERLAND (Ont.) E. Riding—Edward
Cochrane.

* Resigned on or about14th April, 1890, having accepted
an office of emolument under the Crown.

t Resigned 2nd Masy 1890.

1 Died on or about 8th April, 1890.

NORTHUMBERLAND
Guillet.

Oxtario, N. Riding—Frank Madill.
OxraRIO, S. Riding—William Smith.
Oxtario, W. Riding—James David Edgar.
William Goodhue Perley.*
OTrawa (City)——{Honore’ Robillard.

(Ont.) W. Riding—George

Charles H. Mackintosh.t
Orrawa (County)—Alonzo Wright.
OxrorD, N. Riding—James Sutherland.
Oxrorp, S. Riding—Hon. Sir Richard J. Cart-
wright, K.C.M.G.

PeerL—William A. McCulla.

PrrrH, N. Riding—Samuel Rollin Hesson.
PerTH, S. Riding—James Trow.
PEeTERBOROUGH, E. Riding—John Lang.
PeTERBOROUGH, W. Riding—James Stevenson.

Hon. Charles Hibbert Tupper.
John McDougald.

PoxTiac—dJohn Bryson.
PorTNEUF—Joseph E. A. De St. Georges.
PrEscorr—Simon Labrosse.

Prince(P.E.L)— ?;gézl?:(’?' Perry.

PrincE Epwarp—John Milton Platt.
ProvexcHER—Alphonse A. C. LaRiviére.

Picrou--

Quezkc, Centre—Francois Langelier.
Quesgc, East—Hon. Wilfred Laurier.
QueBEc, West—Hon. Thos. McGreevy.
Queeec, County—Hon. Sir Adolphe P.
K.C.M.G.
QuEEN’s (N.B.)—George F. Baird.
QuEEN’s (N.S.)—Joshua Newton Freeman.
Quas (P.E.L)—{Kouie Hepey Davies
RexrrEw, N. Riding—Peter White.
RENFREW, S. Riding—John Ferguson.
ResTIGOUCHE—George Moffat.
RicHELIEU—J0seph Aimé Massue.
Ricamoxd (N.S.)—Edmund Power Flynn.
RicEMOND AND WoOLFE (Q. )—William Bullock Ives.
Rimouski—J. B. Romuald Fiset.
RouvIiLLE—George Auguste Gigault.
RusseLL—William Cameron Edwards.

Caron,

St. Hyacintue—Michel E. Bernier.
Sr. JouN (N.B.) City—John V. Ellis.

St. Joux (N.B.) [Charles N. Skinner.
City and County ~ | Charles Wesley Weldon.

St. JouN’s (Q.)—Francois Bourassa.

St. MavricE—Francois Sévére L. Desaulniers.
SasgarcHEWAN—D. H. Macdowall.
SkLKIRK—Thomas Mayne Daly.
SHEFFORD—Antoine Audet.

* Died on or about 30th April, 1890.

t Returned and took seat 6th May, and sat for remain-
der of Session.
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SHELBURNE—Lieut.-General J. Wimburn Laurie.

SHERBROOKE—Robert Newton Hall.

. Smvcok, E. Riding—Herman Henry Cook.
Simcog, N. Riding—Dalton McCarthy.
S1McoE, S. Riding—Richard Tyrwhitt.
SovrancEs—James William Bain.
StanstEAD—Hon. Charles C. Colby.
SunBurY—Robert Duncan Wilmot, jun.

Trim1scouATA—Paul Etienne Grandbois.
TrrrEBONNE—Hon. J. A. Chapleau.

TrrEE RivErs--Hon. Sir H. L. Langevin, K.C.M.G.

ToroxTo, Centre—George Ralph R. Cockburn.
ToroxNTo, East—John Small.

ToroxTo, West—Frederick Chas. Denison, C.M.G.

Two MounTaiNs—dJean Baptiste Daoust.

YaNcouveR IsLaNp—David William Gordon.
VauDREUIL—Hugh McMillan.
VercHERES—Hon. Félix Geoffrion.

vl ior.
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Vicroria {N.B.)—Hon. John Costigan.
Vicroria (N.S.)—John Archibald McDonald.

Vicroria (0.) N. Riding—John Augustus Barron.
Vicroria (0.) S. Riding—Adam Hudspeth.*

‘WaTERL0O, N. Riding—Tsaac Erb Bowman.
WATERLOO, S. Riding—James Livingston.
WEeLLAND—John Ferguson.

WELLINGTON, C. Riding—Andrew Semple.
WeLLINgTON, N. Riding—James McMullen.
WELLINGTON, S. Riding—James Innes.
WEeNTWORTH, N. Riding—Thomas Bain.
WeNtworTH, S. Riding—Franklin M. Carpenter.
WESTMORELAND—J osiah Wood.
WinNipEc—William Bain Scarth.

YaLE—John Andrew Mara.

Y amaska—Fabien Vanasse.

YarmouTH—dJohn Lovitt.

York (N.B.)—Thomas Temple.

York (0.) E. Riding—Hon. Alexander Mackenzie.
York (0.) N. Riding—William Mulock.

York (0.) W. Riding—N. Clark Wallace.

* Died 12th May, 1890.

SELECT COMMITTEE APPOINTED TO SUPERVISE THE PUBLICATION OF THE
OFFICIAL REPORTS OF THE DEBATES OF THE HOUSE.

BEcHARD, Mr. Francois (Iherville ).
CHARLTON, Mr. John (North Norfolk).
Davin, Mr. N. F. ( West Assiniboia ).
DEessarpiNs, Mr. Alphonse (Hochelaga ).
Evuis, Mr. John V. (8t. John, N.B., City ).
InNEs, Mr. James (South Wellington ).
Prior, Mr. Edward Gawler ( Victoria, B.C.)

ScRIVER, Mr. Jules ( Huntingdon ).
SoMERVILLE, Mr. James (West Bruce).
TAYLOR, Mr. George (South Leeds).
TuppERr, Hon. Charles H. ( Pictou ).
Vaxassg, Mr. Fabien ( Yamaska ).
WEeLDON, Mr. R. Chapman (" 4lbert ).
WHITE, Mr. Robert Smeaton ( Cardwell ).

Chairman .—MR. ALPHONSE DESJARDINs (Hochelaga ).



LIST OF PAIRS DURING THE SESSION.

On Mr. LANDERKIN’S proposed resolution (Rebate
of Duty on Corn) 3rd February :—

Ministertal. Opposition.
Mr. MACDOWALL, Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.)
Mr. TISDALE. Hon. Mr. JONES.
Hon. Mr. COSTIGAN, Mr. GUAY.
Mr, WOOD. Mr. CHARLTON.
Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. YEO.

Mr.FERGUSON(Welland) Mr. RINFRET.
Mr, MILLS (Annapolis). Mr. PREFONTAINE.

Mr. ROOME. Mr. LANGELIER (Mont’cy)
Mr. McKEEN. Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec).
Mr. WARD. Mr. BORDEN.

Mr. PRIOR. Mr. PLATT.

Mr. TEMPLE. Mr. HALE.

Mr. BROWN. Mr, COOK.

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. McMULLEN.

Mr. JONCAS. Mr. GODBOUT.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Mr. INNES.

Mr. RYKERT. Mr. LISTER.

Mr. RIOPEL. Mr. BEAUSOLEIL.

On Mr. CHARLTON’S motion for Select Committee
(Exodus of Canadians to United States) 10th
February :—

Sir ADAMS ARCHIBALD Hon, Mr. MACKENZIE.
Mr. WILMOT. Mr. HALE.

Hon, Mr. COLBY. Mr. CHOQUETTE.

Mr. BRYSON. Mr, CAMPBELL.
Mr.FERGUSON(Welland) Mr, HOLTON.

Hon. Mr. CARLING. Mr. MULOCK.

General LAURIE. Mr. EDGAR.

On Mr. LAURIER’s proposed resolution (Rebate on
Imported Corn for Spirits) in amendment to

motion for Committee of Supply, 11th
February :—
Mr. WILMOT. Mr. HALE.

Sir ADAMS ARCHIBALD Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE.
Mr. MACDOWELL. Mr. FISHER.
Mr.McDOUGALD(Pictou) Mr. FLYNN.

Mr. DALY. Mr. HOLTON.

Mr. DESTARDINS. Mr. SCRIVER.
Mr. BERGIN. Mr. PURCELL.
Sir DONALD SMITH. Hon. Mr. BLAKE,
General LAURIE. Mr. EDGAR.

Mr. WARD. Mr. BARRON.

On Mr. McMiLLaN’s (Huron) proposed resolution
(Removal of Duty on Grains and Seeds) 24th
February :—

Minasterial. Opposition.
Sir ADAMS ARCHIBALD Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE.

Mr. BRYSON. Mr. LANDERKIN.

Mr. POPE. Mr. GUAY.

Mr. MOFFAT. Mr. AMYOT.

Mr. COLBY. Mr. CHOQUETTE.

Mr. CIMON. Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec).
General LAURIE, Mr. BORDEN.

Mr. WILSON (Lennox). Mr. LANGELIER (Mont’cy)
Mr. DAWSON. Sir R. CARI'WRIGHT.

Mr. SPROULE. Mr. WELSH.

Sir J. A. MACDONALD.
Sir ADOLPHE CARON.
Mr. GTROUARD.

Mr. GILLMOR.
Mr. RINFRET.
Mr. BEAUSOLEIL.

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. COOK.

Mr. TISDALE. Mr. LAVERGNE.
Mr. COCKBURN. Mr. EDGAR.

Mr. MASSON. Mr. BERNIER.

Mr. MONCRIEFF. Mr. PREFONTAINE.

On Mr. MaRrA’s motion (to adjourn debate) to Mr.
Platt’s proposed resolution (Removal of Duty
on Mining Machinery) 26th February :—

Mr, RYKERT. Mr. EDGAR.

Mr. DESTARDINS. Mr. LANGELIER.(Mont’cy)
Mr. MONCRIEFF. Mr. LANDERKIN,

Mr. BERGIN. Mr. MCMULLEN.

Mr. GIROUARD. Mr. PREFONTAINE.

On Mr. Wuson’s (Elgin) proposed resolution
(Repeal of the Franchise Act) 26th February : —

Sir ADAMS ARCHIBALD Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE.
Mr. WELDON (Albert). Mr, BORDEN.

Sir DONALD SMITH.,  Hon. Mr. MITCHELL.

Hon. Mr, COLBY. Hon. Mr. BLAKE.

Mr. DESTARDINS. Sir R. CARTWRIGHT.

Mr. RYKERT. Mr. EDGAR.

Mr. MONCRIEFF. Mr. PREFONTAINE,

Mr. HALL. Mr. PURCELL.

Mr. JONCAS. Mr. BEAUSOLEIL.

Mr. BERGIN. MriLANGELIER.(Mont'cy)



LIST OF PAIRS DURING THE SESSION.

On Mr. LAURIER’s proposed resolution (Short Line
Railway—Harvey and Salisbury) in amend-
ment to motion for Committee of Supply, 6th
March :—

Ministerial. Opposition.
Sir ADAMS ARCHIBALD Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE.

Mr. MOFFATT. Mr. HALE.

Mr. DESAULNIERS. Mr. GUAY.

Mr. MASSUE. Mr. CHOUINARD.
Mr. FERGUSON(Renfrew) Mr. MEIGS.

Mr. WARD. Mr. BARRON.

Mr. FERGUSON(Welland) Mr. LISTER.
Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. LANG.

Mr. JONCAS. Mr. DESSAINT.
Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). Mr. GILLMOR.

Mr. TISDALE. Mr. COOK.

Mr. CORBY. Mr. BURDETT.
Mr. SCARTH. Mr. YEO.

Mr. GIROUARD. Mr. RINFRET.

Mr. HUDSPETH. Mr. FREFONTAINE.

Mr. DAOUST. Mr. LANGELIER (Mont'cy)
Mr. PERLEY. Mr. WELSH.

Hon. Mr. CHAPLEAU. Mr. BOURASSA.

Mr. RYKERT. Mr. PURCELL.

Mr. LANDRY. Mr. LAVERGNE.

Mr. GORDON. Mr. MACDONALD (Huron).

Hon. Mr. COSTIGAN,
Mr. LABROSSE.

Hon. Mr. BLAKE.
Mr. BEAUSOLEIL.

On Sir Joux TrHOMPSON’S motion (to adjourn
debate) to Sir Richard Cartwright's proposed
resolution (re the Member for Lincoln) 11th
March :—

Sir ADAMS ARCHIBALD Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE.
Mr. MOFFAT. Mr. HALE.

Mr. MASSON. Mr. EDGAR.

Hon. Mr. CHAPLEAU. Hon. Mr. LAURIER.
Mr. McGREEVY. Mr. PREFONTAINE.
Mr. HUDSPETH. Mr. PURCELL.

Mr. BRYSON. Hon. Mr. BLAKE.
Mr. WARD. Mr. BARRON.

Mr. BROWN. Mr. MULOCK.
Mr. MONTPLAISIR. Mr. BEAUSOLEIL.
Mr. DAOUST. Mr. WELSH.

On Mr. Lavrier’s proposed resolution (Censuring
Government for delay in bringing down
Budget, &c.) in amendment to motion for
Committee of Supply, 14th March :—

Ministerial. Opporition.
Mr. MONTAGUE. Mr. BURDETT.
Mr. COCHRANE. Mr, GODBOUT.
Mr. RYKERT. Mr. ROWAND.
Hon. Mr. CHAPLEAU. Mr. HALE.
Mr. BERGIN. Mr. PURCELL.
Mr. WHITE. Mr. FISHER.

Mr. DESJARDINS.
Mr. DESAULNIERS.
Mr. RIOPEL.

Hon. Mr. McGREEVY.
Mr. WILSON (Lennox).

Mr. CASGRAIN.

Mr. PREFONTAINE.

Mr. LANGELIER (Mont’cy)
Hon. Mr. MITCHELL.

Mr. LANG.

On Sir Jouy A. Macpoxarp’s amendment (six
months’ hoist) to Mr. Charlton’s motion for
second reading of Bill 38 (Dominion Elections
Act Amendment) 19th March :—

Sir ADAMS ARCHIBALD Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE.

Mr. MASSUE. Mr. LAVERGNE.

Mr. McDOUGALL (C.B.) Mr. WALDIE,

Mr. SPROULE. Mr. COOK.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Mr. EDGAR.

Mr. GIROUARD. Mr. CHOQUETTE.
Mr. JONCAS. Mr. ARMSTRONG.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Mr. MILLS (Bothwell).

Hon. Mr. CHAPLEAU. Hon. Mr. BLAKE.

Mr. MONTAGUE, Mr. LANDERKIN.

Mr. SKINNER. Mr. COUTURE.

Mr. PERLEY. Mr. EDWARDS.

Mr. THERIEN. Mr. BEAUSOLEIL.

Mr. IVES. Mr. HOLTON.

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. PATERSON (Brant),
Mr. DAOUST. Mr. DESSAINT.

On Sir RicHArRD CARTWRIGHT'S amendment (In-
creased Expenditure, Taxation, &c.) to
Budget, 8th April :—

Sir ADAMS ARCHIBALD Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE.

Mr. MASSUE. Mr. LANGELIER (Mont’cy)
Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. LISTER.

Mr. AUDET. Mr. CHOUINARD.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). Mr. BORDEN.

Mr. MONCRIEFF. Mr. BURDETT.

Mr. JONCAS. Mr. GODBOUT.
Mr.McDOUGALD (Picton) Mr. COOK.

General LAURIE. Mr. KIRK.

Mr. COCKBURN. Mr. EDGAR.

Mr. TISDALE. Mr. PATERSON (Brant).

Mr. SMITH (Ontario). Mr. BOWMAN. Mr. MARSHALL.

Mr. BELL. Mr. TURCOT. Hon. Mr. CHAPLEAU.
Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. COOK. Mr. DENISON.

Mr. BERGERON. Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). | Sir DONALD SMITH.

B

Mr. CASEY.

Hon. Mr. BLAKE.
Mr. CHARLTON.
Mr. LIVINGSTON.
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Ministerial, Opposition.
Mr. McDONALD(Victoria) Mr. BEAUSOLEIL.
Mr. GIROUARD. Mr. AMYOT.
Mr. FERGUSON(Renfrew) Mr. ARMSTRONG.
Mr. BOYLE. Mr. PURCELL.
Mr. SKINNER. Mr. MULOCK.

On Sir Joa~x A. MacpoNALD's amendment (six
months’ hoist) to Mr. Shanly’s motion for
Committee of Whole on Bill 104 (Railway Act
Amendment) 14th April :—

Sir ADAMS ARCHIBALD Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE.
Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. WELDON (St. John),
Mr. GIROUARD. Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec).
Mr. McGREEVY. Mr. LANGELIER (Mont’ecy)
Mr. TISDALE. Mr. COOK.

Mr. MASSUE. Mr. PREFONTAINE.

On Mr. Warsox’s amendment (Committee of En-
quiry re Conduct of L. W. Herchmer) to Mr.
Davin’s motion (Management of North-West
Mounted Police and Conduct of Commissioner)

14th April :—
Sir ADAMS ARCHIBALD Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE.
Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. LISTER.
Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. WELDON (St. John).
Mr. GIROUARD. Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec).
Mr. McGREEVY. Mr. LANGELIER (Mont’cy)
Mr. TISDALE. Mr. COOK.
Mr. MASSUE. Mr. PREFONTAINE.
Mr, SPROULE. Mr. WALDIE.
Mr. BROWN. Mr. HOLTON.
Mr. RYKERT. Mr. LANDERKIN.

On Mr. BErGIN’S amendment (to recom. B.) to Sir
John Thompson’s motion for third reading
of Bill 65 (Criminal Law Amendment) 16th

April :—
Mr. WOOD (Brockville). Mr. WELDON (St. John).
Mr. SPROULE. Mr. AMYOT.
Mr. LEPINE. Mr. BEAUSOLEIL.
Mr. McGREEVY. Mr. LANGELIER (Mont’cy)

On Mr. TispALE’s amendment to amendment (to

recom. B.):—
Mr. McGREEVY. Mr. LANGELIER (Mont’cy)
Mr. SPROULE. Mr. AMYOT.
Mr. CURRAN. Mr. HALE.
Mr. BROWN. Mr. WELDON (St. John).

On Mr. MrrcHELL'S amendment (to recom. B.)
(Same as last.)

Ministerial, Opposition.

On Mr. McMULLEN'S amendment (Binding Twines)
to motion of Mr. Foster (second reading of
resolutions reported from Committee of Ways
and Means) 22nd April :—

Sir ADAMS ARCHIBALD Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE.
Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). Mr. EISENHAUER.

Mr. MACDOWALL. Mr. EDWARDS.

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. LIVINGSTON.

Mr. POPE, Mr. GILLMOR.

Mr. BERGIN. Mr. PURCELL.

Mr. JONCAS. Hon. Mr. MITCHELL.
Mzr. ROSS. Mr, CASGRAIN.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Mr. BAIN (Wentworth).
Sir DONALD SMITH. Mr. FISHER.

Hon. Mr. HAGGART. Mr. PATERSON (Brant).
Mr. GORDON. Mr. WELSH.

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. SUTHERLAND.

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. CHOQUETTE.

On Mr. BriEN’s amendment (to recom. B.) to Mr.
Chapleau’s motion for third reading of Bill 136
(Franchise Act) 25th April:—

Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). Mr. EISENHAUER.

Mr. MACDOWALL. Mr. EDWARDS.
Mr. AUDET. Mr. TURCOTTE.

Mr. GIROUARD. Mr. BEAUSOLEIL.

Mr. DICKEY. Mr. WELSH.

Mr. FERGUSON(Welland) Mr. WILSON (Elgin).

Mr. MONCREIFF., Mr. COOK,

Sir DONALD SMITH.  Mr. EDGAR.

Mr. BERGIN. Mr. PURCELL.

Mr. RYKERT. Mr. SCRIVER.

Mr. BERGERON. Mr. LANGELIER (Quebeo).
Mr. BAIN. Mr. LANGELIER (Mont’ey)
Mr. POPE. Mr. BOWMAN.

Mr. DESTARDINS. Mr. GEOFFRION.

Mr. McGREEVY. Mr. HOLTON.

Mr. JONCAS. Mr. BECHARD.

Mr. BOISVERT. Mr. YEO.

Hon. Mr. HAGGART. Hon. Mr. BLAKE.

On Mr. MiLrs’ (Bothwell) amendment (to recom.

B.)
(Same as last.)

On Mr. FosTER'S proposed resolution (Bounty on
Pig Iron) 5th May :— '

Mr. MACDOWALL. Mr. EDWARDS.
Mr. DICKEY. Mr. WELSH.

Mr. PRIOR. Mr. YEO.

Mr. MARA. Mr. ROBERTSON.
Mr. BARNARD. Mr. HALE. '
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Ministerial. Opposition.
Mr, McKAY. Mr. LAVERGNE.
Mr. CIMON. Mr. LANGELIER (Quebeo).
Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. WALDIE.
Mr. DESAULNIERS. Mr. CHOQUETTE.
Mr. VANASSE. Mr. GUAY.
Mr. BAIN (Soulanges). Mr. CHOUINARD.
Mr. WILSON (Lennox). Mr. LANGELIER (Mont’cy)
Mr. ROOME. Mr, FLYNN.
Mr. MONTPLAISIR. Mr. RINFRET.
Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. TROW.
Mr. McGREEVY. Mr. PREFONTAINE.
Mr. CAMERON. Mr. KIRK.

On Sir JoEN THOMPSON’S motion to concur in
Senate amendments to Bill 6 (Bills of Ex-
change, &c.) 5th May :—

(Same as last) with the addition of

Mr. THERIEN. Mr. BEAUSOLEIL.
Mr. MCMILLAN, Mr. BERNIER.
Mr. DAOUST. Mr. DESSAINT.
Mr. BERGERON. Mr. TURCOT.

Mr. COULOMBE. Mr. FISET.

Mr. DESJARDINS. Mr. Dk St. GEORGES,

On Sir RicHARD CARTWRIGHT'S amendment (In-
creased Taxation) to Mr. Foster’s motion for
third reading of Bill 143 (Cus toms Duties) 7th
May :—

Sir ADAMS ARCHIBALD Hon. Mr. AIACKENZIE.

Mr. MACDOW ALL. Mr. EDWARDS.

Mr. DICKEY. Mr. BORDEN.

Mr. PRIOR. Mr. YEO.

Mr. MARA. Mr. ROBERTSON.
Mr. BARNARD. Mr. HALE.

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. KIRK.

Mr. FREEMAN. Mr. PERRY.

Mr. McDOUGALL (C.B.) Mr. McINTYRE.

Mr. McKEEN. Mr. LISTER.

Mr. SKINNER. Mr. FLYNN.

Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). Mr. EISENHAUER.
General LAURIE. Mr. WELSH.

Mr. McGREEVY. Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec).
Mr. JONCAS. Mr. PREFONTAINE.
Mr. DAOUST. Mr. GODBOUT.

Mr. RIOPEL. Mr. CHOUINARD.
Mr. IVES. Mr. COUTURE.

Mr. POPE. Mr. CASGRAIN.

Hon.Mr.KIRKPATRICK. Mr. EDGAR.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Mr. SOMERVILLE.
S8ir DONALD SMITH. Mr, MULOCK.

Mr. BERGIN. Mr. PURCELL.

On Mr. WATSON’S amendment (to recom.) to Mr,
Dewdney’s motion for second reading of
resolutions (Land Grants to Railways) 13th
April :—

Ministerial, Opposition.
Mr. MACDOWALL. Mr. EDWARDS.
Mr. DICKEY. Mr. BORDEN.
Mr. PRIOR. Mr. YEO.
Mr. MARA. ‘ Mr. ROBERTSON.
Mr. BARNARD. Mr. HALE.
Mr. CAMERON. Mr. KIRK.
Mr. FREEMAN. Mr, PERRY.
Mr. McDOUGALL (C.B.) Mr. McINTYRE.
Mr. McKEEN. Mr. LISTER.
Mr. SKINNER. Mr. FLYNN.
Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). Mr, EISENHAUER.
Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Mr, DAVIES
Mr. PUTNAM. Mr., PURCELL.
General LAURIE. Mr. WELSH.

Mr.FERGUSON(Welland) Mr. WELDON (St. John).
Mr. MARSHALL. Hon. Mr. JONES.
Mr. TISDALE. Mr. BOWMAN.

On Mr. WarLACEs motion for second reading of
Bill 32 (Orange Incorporation) 10th February: —

B For. Against.
- Mr. DESJTARDINS. Mr. SCRIVER.
Mr. WILMOT. Mr. FREEMAN.
Mr. CAMERON. Mr. SCARTH.

Mr. WOOD (Westm’land) Mr. STEVENSON.

Hon. Mr. KIRKPATRICK Sir JOHN THOMPSON.

Mr. WILSON (Argenteuii) Mr. RIOPEL.

Mr. DICKEY. Houn. Mr. BLAKE.

Mr. MACDOWALL. Mr. McMILLAN (Vandreuil)

On Mr. BEAUSOLEIL’S amendment to Mr. Davin’s
amendment to Mr. McCarthy’s motion for
second reading of B. 10 (French Language in
the North-West) 18th February :—

For. Against.
Sir DONALD SMITH. Mr. RYKERT.
Mr. CAMERON. Mr. FREEMAN.

Mr. PATTERSON (Essex). Mr. TISDALE.
Sir ADOLPHE P. CARON Mr. BAIN.

Mr. PREFONTAINE. Hon. Mr. BLAKE.
Mr. LAVERGNE. Mr, WALDIE.
Mr. LANGELIER(Quebec) Mr. STEVENSON.

Mr. POPE. Mr. PORTER.
Mr. CHOQUETTE. Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE.
Mr. CHOUINARD. Sir ADAMS ARCHIBALD.
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On Mr. WaLLace’s motion for third reading of
Bill 32 (Orange Incorporation) and amend-

ments, 3rd March :—

For.
Mr. ARMSTRONG.
Mr. CARPENTER.
Mr. DALY.
Mr. PLATT.
Mr. STEVENSON.
Mr. WALDIE.

Against.
Mr. CIMON.
Mr. CAMERON.
Mr. DESSAINT.
Mr. GIROUARD.
Mr. VANASSE.

Mr., BAIN (Wentworth),

For.
Hon. Mr. TUPPER.

Mr. LIVINGSTON.
Mr. SEMPLE.
Mr. CHISHOLM.

Sir DONALD SMITH.

Mr. BAIRD.
Mr. ROOME.
Mr. BRYSON.

Against.
Mr. LANDRY.

Mr. CHOQUETTE.
Mr. LARIVIERE.
Mr. IVES.

Mr. RIOPEL.

Mr. JONCAS.

Mr. AUDETT

Mr. EDWARDS.
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HOUSE OF COMMONS.
THURSDAY, 16th January, 1890.

. The SPEAKER took the Chair at fifteen minutes
before Three o’clock.

PRAYERS.

A Message was delivered by Réné Edouard
Kimber, Esquire, Gentleman Usher of the Black
Rod :

MR. SPEAKER,
ety attondanes of 1ot Honotanlo Fones . the
Senate Chamber.

Accordingly the House went up to the Senate
Chamber.

And the House being returned,

VACANCIES.

Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that during
the recess he had received communications from
several members notifying him that the following
vacancies had oceurred in the representation :—

Of the Hon. Joax HexrY Popg, Member for the Elec-
toral District of Compton, by decease.

Of JEAN BapriSTE LaBELLE, Esq., Member forthe Elec-
toral District of Richelieu, by decease.

Of Epcar CROWE BAKER, Es%., Member for the Elec-
toral District of Vietoria, B.C., by resignation.

Of CrarLes CareoLL CouBY, Esq., Member for the
Electoral District of Stanstead, by aceeptance of an office
of emolument under the Crown.

He also informed the House that he had issued his
several warrants to the Clerk of the Crown in
Chancery to make out Writs of Election for the
said Electoral Districts respectively.

NEW MEMBERS.

Mr. SPEAKER further informed the House
that during the recess the Clerk of the House had
received from the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery,
certificates of the election and return of the fol-
lowing members :— .

Of Rorus HENrY Pork, Esq., for the Electoral District
of Compton.

Of Josgpr Amvk Massur, Esq., for the Electoral
District of Richelieu.

Of Tuomas Earne, Esq., Member for the Electoral
Distriet of Vioforia, B.C.

Of the Hon, CuarLES CarroLL CoLBY, Member for the
Electoral District of Stanstead.

MEMBERS INTRODUCED.

Hon, CrarLES CARROLL CoLBY, Member for the Electoral
District of Stanstead, introdaced by Sir John A. Mac-
donalci and Sir Heetor Langevin.

Tromas EsrLE, Esq., Member for the Electoral Distriot
of Victoria, B.C., introduced by Sir John A. Macdonald
and Mr. Prior.

R. H. PorE, Esq., Member for the Electoral District of
Compton, introduced by Sir John, A. Macdonald and the
Hon. C. C. Colby.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 1) respecting the Administration of
Oaths of Office.—(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

Mr. SPEAKER laid on the Table a copy of the
Speech delivered by His Excellency the Governor
General to both Houses of Parliament in the Senate
Chamber this day, which is as follows :—

Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate :
GQentlemen of the House of Commons :

In calling you together again for the consideration of
Public Affairs, I may fairly congratulate you on a con-
tinuance of the progress and prosperity of the country.

During the recess I visited Manitoba and the North-
West Territories and British Columbia, and everywhere
I found myself received with the loyalty and good-will
which I have learned to be characteristic of Canada.
A comparison of my own observations with those of my
predecessors shows clearly the great progress which has
marked this'part of the Dominion, in the settlement of
the country and in the development of its great agri-
cultural capabilities, of its mineral wealth and of its
other natural resources.

In consequence of the repeated seizures by cruisers of
the United States Navy of Canadian Vessels, while
employed in the capture of seals in that part of the
Northern Pacific Ocean, known as Behring Sea, my
Government has strongly represented to Her Majesty's
Ministers, the necessity of protecting our shipping, while
engaged in their lawful calling, as well as of guarding
against the assumption by any nation of exclusive
proprietary rights in those waters. I feel confident that
those representations have had due weight, and I hope
to be enabled during the present Session to assure you
that all differences on this question are in the course of
satisfactory adjustment.

Having observed the close attention which hasrecently
been given by the Imperial Authorities and on the Con-
tinent of Europe to the improvement in the methods of
catching, curing and packing fish, I deemed it expedient
to cause a Commission to be sent to Scotland and Holland
to examine and report upon this subject during the fish-
ing season, The report of the delegates will be laid
before you ; it will, I am sure, give our Fishermen most
valuable information and instruction asto the best means
of improving and developing this important industry.

My Ministers have carefully considered the difficulties
which surround the administration of the rights of the
Dominion in its foreshores, harbors, lakes and rivers, and
& measure will be submitted to you for removing uncer-
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tainty as to the respective rights of the Dominion and of the
Provinces, and for preventing confusion in the titles
thereto.

The Report of the Royal Commission on Labor, which
was laid before you during the last Session, has been
distributed throughout the country. I have reason to
believe that the information which it contains will be
found eminently useful in suggesting improvements in
the administration of the laws which affect the working
classes. Measures for the amendment of these laws, so
far as they come within the jurisdiction of the Parlia-
ment of Canada, will be submitted for your considera-
tion,

The early termination of the Aets of Incorporation of
the principal banking institutions of the Dominion ne-
tessitates a review of our present system of Banking
and an adjustment of the terms under which the Char-
ters of these corporations should be renewed. Your
attention will be drawn to this important subject.

Certain amendments to the Acts relating to the North-
West Territories, calculated to faeilitate the adminis-
tration of affairsin that region, as also a Bill further to
promote the ecfficiency of the North-West Mounted
Police, will be submitted for your consideration.

Measures will be laid before you relating to Bills of
Exchange and Promissory Notes, to improve the laws
respecting patents of invention and discovery, to amend
the Adulteration Act, and the law respecting the Inland
Revenue, to amend also the Act respecting the Geolo-
gical and Natural History Survey of Canada, and to
provide for the better organisation of the National
Printing Establishment,

Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

The Accounts for the past year will be 1aid before you.
Tt will be found that the Estimates of Revenue have
been realised, and that after having fully provided for
the various public services of the country, a substantial
surplus will remain, The Estimates for next year have
been framed with a due regard to the requirements of
the Public Service,

Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate :
Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

I commit these weighty matters, and all others which
may come before you, to your earnest consideration, and
I rely upon your wisdom and prudence to deal with
them in the manner which, under Divine Providence,
may prove most conducive to the happiness and pros-
perity of Canada.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved :

That the Speech of His Excellency the Governor Gen-
eral be taken into consideration to-morrow.

Motion agreed to.

- SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved :

That the Belect Standing Committees of this House for
the present Session be appointed for the following pur-
oses :—1. On Privileges and Elections. 2. On Expiring
ws. 8. On Railways, Canals and Telegraph Lines. 4.
On Miscellaneouns Private Bills, 5. On Standing Orders.
6. On Printing. 7. On Public Accounts. 8. On Banking
and Commerce. 9. On Agriculture and Colonisation;
which said Committees shall geverally be empowered to
examine and enquire into all such matters and things as
may be referred to them by the House, and to report from
time to time their observations and opinions thereon,
with power to send for persons, papers and records.

Motion agreed to.

| noble Queen.

DEBATES COMMITTEE.

Mr. BOWELL. With the consent of the House
I ask the privilege of moving for the appointment
of the Standing Committee on the ‘ Hansard.”
I propose the same names as constituted the Com-
mittee last year, with the exception of Mr. Colby,
whose place will be taken by Mr. White (Card-
well). The Committee will then stand :

Messrs. Béchard, Charlton, Davin, Desjardins, Ellis,

Innes, Prior, Seriver, BSomerville, Taylor, Tupper,
Vanasse, Weldon (Albert) and White (Cardwell).

Motion agreed to.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the ad-
journment of the House.

Motion agreed to ; and at 3.45 p.m. the House
adjourned. ‘

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
Fripay, 17th January, 1890.
The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o’clock.
PrAYERS.

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIS EXCEL-
LENCY’S SPEECH.

The House proceeded to the consideration of
His Excellency’s Speech at the opening of the
Session.

Mr. POPE. Out of compliment to the con-
stituency that I have the honor to represent, the
right hon. the First Minister has asked me
to move the Address in reply to the Speech from
the Throne. I presume it is not out of order for
me to apologise for my unfitness to perform the
task entrusted to me on this occasion. My early
training as a practical farmer has not been of any
assistance to me as a public speaker, more especially
upon the floor of the House of Commons. The
eloquence that we are accustomed to use in the
management of our animals upon the farm, al-
though occasionally strong and forcible, would,
perhaps, not be appropriate upon an occasion of
this kind, and, consequently, I will have to depend
on the generosity and good nature of this honorable
House in asking them to extend to me the courtesy
and sympathy which a new and young member
may be entitled to claim. We are all pleased to
note by the first paragraph that His Excellency,
following the example set him by many of his
illustrious predecessors, was pleased during the
vacation to take the opportunity of visiting the far
western portion of our Dominion, as far as the
shores of British Columbia. We all rejoice in the
fact that during the entire extent of that journey
he was received loyally by our citizens at every
hand and upon every side. Whatever may be
said of the people of Canada, whatever their short-
comings may be, there is one thing that can never
be imputed to them, and that is disloyalty to our
This feeling of loyalty and devotion
has been and is still being strengthened by the
high personal and noblemglmmcter of the illus-
trious statesmen whom Her Gracious Majesty has
chosen from time to time to represent Her as
Governors-General of Canada. There areaprac-
tical results which flow from these visits of
royalty. First, they give our, people in the far
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West the opportunity of seeing in person the men
of whom they have heard so much. It is but
right and just that they should have the oppor-
tunity of seeing and becoming personally acquainted
with the men in whom they expect to find true
friends, and to whom they look to protect their
interests. These visits also help to create what
is most necessary, and what I am very sorry to
see is greatly wanting in Canada, and that is
a pational sentiment. Canadians are too apt
to Dbelittle their own country in comparison
with the nations of the world ; they are too
apt to forget its magnitude and its great
natural resources, and to lose sight of what
they are going to be and are bound to be. In
this they work an injustice to themselves, and
create an unfavorable impression with regard to our
country abroad. We should feel proud of being
part and parcel of the greatest Empire that the
world has ever known ; and what still further
should be a great source of pride and gratification
to the people of Canada is the fact that they are
no longer a sick child in the arms of England, but
have strength within themselves—that they are
quite capable of maintaining themselves, and are,
in fact, a source of strength to the mother country.
1 sincerely believe that our future will be a glori-
ous one, but while we have these great gifts of
nature in these natural resources, which are being
developed by the courage and pluck of our Cana-
dian people, under the fostering care of the wise
fiscal policy of the Government of the day—while
all these things are instrumental in making us
more and more independent, at the same time I
believe that the desire for British connection has
never - deeper root in the hearts and minds of
the Canadian people than it is at this
very moment. Like dutiful children we feel
that we have a right to be thankful to those
powers who protected us in our infancy ; and now
that we have become strong and are rapidly becom-
ing powerful, we bow with humble feelings of
patriotism and loyalty at the Throne of Her Most
Gracious Majesty Queen Victoria, the woman
whom we all love, honor and respect. His Excel-
lency notices, besides, the great strides of progress
our West has made in agricultural and mineral
development. As a practical farmer, I may say
that we have a right to be thankful to the Great
Giver of all good gifts for the past season. It is
quite true that, in a great country such as Canada,
with such a vast extent of territory, it would
be impossible for every part, portion or section
to produce just the character of crops desired ;
but take Canada as & whole, I believe that
last year’s crop was a good ome, free from frosts,
free from any extraordinary blight, and in every
instance the production was of first class quality.
In the far East our crops were very bountiful, and
we had a very good harvest time to secure them.
The hay crop, which is very essential in the eastern
section of Canada, where we are forced by our long
winters to stable our animals for many months, was
an immense one,exceeding any for the last few years.
The ranchers of the North-%Vest had a beautiful
winter. Their cattle came out in splendid condition.
They had a magnificent summer For their grasses—
a very essential element in the production of beef—
and,consequently, the enterprise of the ranchmen has
been rewarded with success. The farmers of Can-
ada hfi‘ga been able to realise for their agricultural

productions as great, if not greater, prices than
those of any other section on the continent of Amer-
jca. I maintain that the markets -open to Canada
are as good, if not better, especially in the East,
where, I say it without hesitation, the markets are
the best that possibly could be found on this side
of the Atlantic. The life of a farmer isa hard one.
We are no sooner out of one work than we are into
another. When we have harvested our crops, and
marketed them, we must begin to prepare for the
next year, and that preparation is a matter of
great importance. The favorable weather we
have had has admitted of ploughing in the North-
West to an extent unknown before in the history
of this country. Early fall ploughing insures
early crops, and early crops insure, as a rule,
early harvests. With a prospective, I believe a
certain, rise in the price of beef, I think the
farmers of Canada have the right to look forward
with confidence to the year 1890. Being a new
and undeveloped country, especially that section
lying to the west, it is of the greatest importance
that His Excellency should have personal
knowledge of its wonderful capabilities. We
are to-day reaping the benefits of the visits
paid to that country by the illustrious predeces-
sors of His Excellency. We now find them on the
other side of the water saying good and kind
things in reference to Canada, and endeavoring,
by means of their position, to foster our interests.
I beg, Sir, to say that I believe, when the present
occupant of the position of Governor-General of
this Dominion returns to his native country, we
shall ever find him a true friend to our interests—in
the same way as we have found the noble lords
who have preceded him. I am sure both sides of
the House will feel much gratified at that portion
of His Excellency’s speech which states that the
long disputed point in reference to our fishery
rights will probably be settled very shortly. The
people of Canada have every reason to congratu-
late the Government of the day on the courteous,
and, at the’same time, firm stand they have taken
upon this matter. They have evinced from the
beginning every desire to treat our American
neighbors with respect, and to-make every allow-
ance for their very peculiar way of mixing up
international questions with "ordinary corner
politics, as though they were one and the same
thing. We have given them every chance to cool
down after the excitement of an election cam-
paign, but at the same time we_have not been
negligent, nor are we going to be willing that they
should infringe or trample upon our rights. The

- result of this firmness on the part of the Govern-

ment of the day, accompanied by the willingness
of the Government to treat the question fairly
and without prejudice, has been that the world at
large respect us for the courage we have displayed
and recognise that we have rights peculiar to
Canada the value of which cannot be over-estim-
ated. In another paragraph of the Speech we
find it stated that:

‘“ Having observed the close attention which has re-
cently been given by the Iwmperial authorities and on_the
continent of Kurope tothe improvementin the methods of
catching, ouring and packiuog fish, I deemed it expedient
to cause a Commission to he sent to Scotland and Holland
to examine and report upon this subject during the fish-
ing season.’’

In consequence of the great value of our fisheries,
the Government of the day appointed a Commis-
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sion to visit Europe and to investigate the most
approved means of catching, curing and packing
fish. The report of this Commission will soon be
laid before the House, and I am sure we will all
agree that any reasonable expenditure which the
Government may have made in the direction of
gaining information on the subject of this great
industry will be justifiable, especially when we
take into consideration the fact that for the last
five years the total aggregate of the fish catch has
averaged $18,000,000 per annum. It is stated that
in British Columbia, as well as in the Maritime
Provinces, there are still undeveloped fisheries of
great value. It must not be forgotten that, be-
sides the money which we obtain from the sale of
the fish, this industry gives employment to a very
large body of men at remunerative wages, who
form practically an army of sturdy men who make
their homes with us and cast in their lot with us
under the flag that waves over Canada. The
form a navy of industrious men who, if the time
ever arrives—which God forbid should ever come
—when this country may be engaged in warfare,
will ever show their zeal for the honor and credit
of this country and of its people, and who will defend
their families and pheir homes. The next para-
graph refers to legislation affecting the rights of
the Dominion in its foreshores, harbors, lakes and
rivers. * While the autonomy of our provincial
rights should be maintained, the rights of the Do-
minion should not be infringed upon, and it is well
that, as far as possible, all vexed questions of this
character should be settled so that there may be as
little friction as possible between the different
legislative bodies by which we are governed.
Based upon the Report of the Royal Commission
on Labor, we shall be called upon to consider
legislation affecting the working classes, a class to
which I am proud to belong. They are not only a
very important body, but they are equally deserv-
ing of kind consideration at our hands the same as
any other class or section of men. Toa very large ex-
tent they are Canadian born; they are- moved by
the same sentiments of loyalty as their employers ;
theyremainhere notalonefor the wages they get, but
from the fact that Canada is their native country
and the home of their friends and relatives. By
some ordination of nature they are not rich, but
they are of our kindred, and they are entitled to
the kindest consideration from the members of this
House. We have had timely warnings from other
nations of the world, and we know that the work-
ingman deserves protection at our hands. We
have all read the account of the great strike in
England, and we are continually reading in every
American newspaper of the war between capital
and labor in the United States. It is a vexed
question in that country to-day, and may be an
unsolved problem in the future. Let us, in fair
Canada, endeavor, by the character of the legis-
lation that we place upon the Statute-book during
the present Session, to prove to the workingmen
that their best friends are within these legislative
halls, and that we are prepared to protect the
laborer, the honest, industrious worker, and to ap-
preciate his citizenship as much as the citizenship
of any other class which exists in Canada. An-
other paragraph in the Speech is as follows :—
“The early termination of the Actg of incorporation of
the principal banking institutions of the country necessi-
tates La.{;evig& oEi: our present system of banking and an

adjustment of the terms under which the charters of these
corporations should be renewed.”
I am not going to say much upon this subject,
because I think I may be trespassing upon danger-
ous ground ; but there are one or two matters
which have come under my personal attention and
to which I would call the attention of the First
Minister. For instance : I have been asked by my
banker to sign a document purporting to be a bill
of exchange at three or four or six months, and I
have found him, at the termination at that time,
presenting that document to me and demanding
that I should pay it. I think that, in future, mat-
ters of that kind should be attended to by the
Government. Another paragraph in the Address
reads as follows :—

““Certain amendments to the Actsrelating to the North-
West Territories, calculated to facilitate the administra-
tion of affairs in that region.”

Y |In a rapidly increasing and developing country

such as the North-West, with a population which is
increasing very fast, and with resources which have -
been hitherto unknown, itbehooves the Government
to give every assistance in the way of legislation
that lies in their power. Then, it is also stated
that a Bill further to promote the efficiency of
the North-West Mounted Police will be submitted.
I did not suppose, from what I had heard of the
North-West Mounted Police, that it could be
made more efficient, but, if it is possible to make
it more efficient than it is, I am glad that the
Government is going to take steps in that direction.
There is then reference to a Bill relating to bills of
exchange and promissory notes. I have already
referred to that subject. A Bill is promised to
amend the Act respecting the Geological and
Natural History Survey. 1 am glad to see that
our Natural History Survey is not to be forgotten,
and I trust the amendment will be in the direc-
tion of developing our economic minerals; for
I would not support any assistance to the natural
history section, if it simply means to dig out of
the bowels of the earth any more fossils than we
already have on top of us here.

o "I'he Accounts for the past year will be laid before
you.
It will be found a source of congratulation to this
House—to the supporters of the Government I am
sure, and also to Eon. gentlemen on the opposite
side of the House—that, notwithstanding the great
sums we have expended in assisting our railways
and canals, we have been able to find, at the end
of the year, a surplus.

‘‘The Estimates for next year have been framed with
a due regard to the requirements of the public service,”’
I trust, Sir, that while they have been framed
with due regard to the public service, they have
also been framed in the direction of a further ex-
tension of those public works which will aid us to
become a great and powerful nation, I am not a
howler of taxation, and I do not believe that the
Government of the day or the people of this coun-
try are howlers of taxation. I believe we are pre-
pared to stand a reasonable amount of taxation
provided the expenditure is reasonably made. In
conclusion, I may say that I am very sorry that-
the gentleman who was to have seconded this
Address is not present here to-da.d% owing to sick-
ness. I looked upon him yesterday, and when I
looked upon his broad shoulders I felt a grateful
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relief that I was the proposer of this motion. I
felt that I would be able to cast upon his shoulders
a great deal of the responsibility that, under some
circumstances, I might be called upon to assume.
Sir, on behalf of my constituency, I again thank
the hon. Premier for the honor he has conferred
upon them, through me, and I beg to move the
Address in reply to the Speech from the Throne.

Mr. PRIOR. Inrising to second the Address
in reply to the Speech from the Throne, I wish
first to state that it was never intended that I
should occupy this position to-day. Unfortunately
my colleagne was suddenly takenill this morning,
and I was called upon, at a moment’s notice, to take
his place ; under those circumstances I hope that
this honorable House will grant me the indulgence
that they would have shown to my colleague if he
had been in my place now. We are pleased to see
that His Excellency the Governor-General, during
the tour he has just taken through the Western
Provinces, has been received everywhere with
expressions of loyalty and good-will such as
Canadians ever entertain towards any represen-
tative of Her Majesty the Queen who travels
amongst them, In the far-off Province of British
Columbia—where, I think I may state, without fear
of contradiction, that the population is more cos-
mopolitan than in any other portion of the Dom-

inion, where you can find every creed, race and

nationality—I think His Excellency will acknow-
ledge that the reception given him there was no
less loyal than it was in the Eastern Provinces.
Canadian sentiment, I am glad to say, is largely on
the increase on the west sige of the Rocky Moun-
tains. Before the great national highway, that
we are all se proud of, was completed, the people
in British Columbia were, to all intents and
purposes, cut off from relations with their
Eastern brothers. The trade aud commerce that
we used to carry on was nearly all done with the
mother country and with the United States of
America. Our friendships were made with the
people across the line, more than with the people
of Eastern Canada. But now, Sir, I am glad to
say that things are altering very rapidly, owing to
the fact that it is much easier for us to have inter-
course with the inhabitants of Eastern Canada,
and we are now beginning to feel that we are
Canadians indeed. 1 think one thing that tends
to strengthen this feeling is the fact that every
now and again we have visits from some of our
public men from the Eastern Provinces. We are
also glad to see that His Excellency, during that
trip, noticed the great progress that has been made
in the development of the natural resources of this
country. No man of ordinary intelligence can
travel backwards and forwards, as we members in
that distant Province do, without seeing the rapid
strides that every industry is making from year to
Yyear. Every man of course, knows, or ought to
know, more about his own Province than he does
of the rest of the Dominion; and I can say, Sir,
that British Columbia, since the first day that a
white ma.? set his foot there, has never seen such
an era of prosperity as she is enjoying to-day.
Her fisheries are largely on iJ;hZ gincreasg ;
her coal mines are turning out thousands and
thousands of tons; her lumber mills are work-
ingfull time day and night ; and you cannot travel
along the Canadian Pacific Railway twenty-four

hours without meeting large car loads of machinery
going to the coast to be used in cutting up the
giants of the forest in that Province. Take, for
instance, the fisheries on the Pacific Coast. Fifteen
years ago the whole coast catch was 3,000 cases ;
to-day, Sir, it is 400,000 cases. Take the output
of coal on Vancouver Island: fifteen years ago it
was less than 34,000 tons, this year it is 450,000.
Nobody can help seeing that the country is going
ahead when he reads these figures. Where there
was one lumber mill in those days there are ten
now. Many new manufactories have been started—
capital coming in from Eastern Canada and the
United States. I think I can safely say that every
hon. member who lives in that Province, and knows
it as I do, looks forward to the time, not very far dis-
tant, when the people of the Eastern Provinces will
have to admit that the wealthiest Province in the
whole Dominion is British Columbia. Now, Sir,
there is another paragraph here that is of particular
interest to myself, and that is the one in which His
Excellency draws attention to the Behring Sea, and
in which he mentions the fact that strong hopes
are held that a speedy settlement will soon
be arrived at. This subject has been before
the House for the last three years, and I think it.is
needless for me to go into any details in regard to
the why and the wherefore of this claim. I would,
however, like to call the attention of the House to
some of the utterances and opinions of a notable
man in the United States, one who, we wounld sup-
pose, would back up the United States in their
claim, but who, as I will show, maintains that they
have no claim whatever—I refer to Mr. J. B.
Angell. This gentleman is one of the most noted au-
thorities on international law in the United States,
and he was, also, I believe, the American represen-
tative on the Washington Treaty Commission that
was held a little while ago. In an article in the
“Forum” Mr. Angell states, in the first place—

“ That Great Britain is proceeding with much deliber-
ation and freedom from excitement.”

And he hopes that,in a short time, both En-
gland and other foreign countries will come to
an understanding with the United States with
regard to the protection of the seals. Now, Sir,
we are all very glad to hear that England is pro-
ceeding with ‘‘deliberation and freedomfrom excite-
ment,” but I think the sealers themselves believe
there has been too much deliberation. It is pretty
hard for them to have to wait three years or more
to get reparation for the losses and insults to which
they have been subjected. The next thing to
which Mr. Angell draws attention is the fact that
it is England’s interest, as well as that of the
United States, to look after the seals and save
them from extermination, because all seal-skins
caught in the Behring Sea are sent to England to
be dressed. Then the next thing he draws atten-
tion to is this :

‘‘ The question is whether, for this laudable purpose of
preserving the fur-bearing seals from extinction and
maintaining our undisputed right to control the taking
of these animals on the Pribyloff Islands, we may right-
fully board, search and seize foreign vessels in Behring
Sea more than three miles away from land.”

In 182], when Russia issued an edict claiming
sovereignty over the sea for 100 miles from the
land, Mr. James Quincy Adams, who was Secretary
of State for the United States, gzotested most
vehemently against such a claim being set up by
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Russia ; and England also protested. The conse-
quence was that the Treaties of 1824-25 were drawn
up, when the Russians surrendered their claim. It
will be worthy of notice that when Russia did
claim that 100 mile limit, it did not advance it on
the basis that it was a closed sea ; but, at the same
time, Mr. James Quincy Adams saw fit to draw
Raussia’s attention to the fact that it had no valid
claim on that basis. I, therefore, think that
these facts will refute any argument which
the Americans can bring forward on that point.
Me. Angell then asks : What is the definition
of a closed sea? He cites a great many
authorities, giving different distances between the
headlands, but the conclusion arrived at by most
of them he thinks is, that any sea where the en-
trance is sufficiently narrow to be easily defended
by a naval power, 1s a closed sea. Now, the least
distance between the points at the entrance to
Behring Sea is 139 miles. The Straits of Gibraltar
are a little under 9 miles wide, so I do not see
that the Americans can lay claim to the Behring
Sea being a closed sea ; and Mr. Angell has come to
that conclusion too. The other claim they bring
forward is that, as all the seal-breeding
grounds are on islands belonging to the United
States, when the seals leave their breeding grounds
and go to the high seas they are the property of the
United States. Mr. Angell sets forward the fact that
many ducks breed in the North-West Territories

of Canada, and this being the case Canada has a |
right to declare that they should not be slaughtered |

elsewhere. Many opinions of other eminent men in
the. United States are given in some of their
leading newspapers, showing that opinion is very
much divided in that country as to whether

the United States has any just claim or not. I must

say that I firmly hope the Government will not let
the matter rest, and that the sealers who have
suffered so much may find that they can look to
England for that protection which has always been
given to her subjects. I observe, Sir, that it is the
intention of the Government to send a Commission
to Holland and Scotland to obtain information in
respect to the catching and packing of fish. This
undoubtedly will be of the greatest benefit to the
country at large, I believe it will more particularly
apply to the Atlantic coast, but it will also be pro-
ductive of the greatest benefit to the Pacific coast,
as at this time nothing but salmon are caught in
very large quantities, while there are myriads of
all kinds of fish that undoubtedly, if the proper
men were engaged in the industry and if
proper information were obtained, would be
caught and packed, as is done in the case of
salmon, and a large and profitable industry
would thereby be established. Some time ago
a salmon-canning deputation waited on the
hon. Minister of Marine and Fisheries in regard to
many matters which required attention in the
Province of British Columbia, and I am glad tosay
that they were so fortunate as to obtain nearly
every request they made, not because they intimi-
dated the Minister in any way, but because they
submitted only just demands. One request, how-
ever, they failed to obtain and that was a promise
from the Minister that he would proceed to the
coast and observe for himself our grand rivers
and fisheries. If the hon. gentleman will give
that promise and keep it, gI will assure him
a right hearty welcome, such as that obtained
r. Prioz.

|
t

by his predecessor, and I feel satisfied that he
will be abundantly rewarded for all the trouble
and hardship of the trip by the information he will
obtain as to the present condition of the fisheries of
our Province. The next paragraph in the Addressre-
fers to the question of the rights of the Dominionin
its foreshores, harbors, lakes and rivers. Iamglad to
observe that this question is receiving the attention
of the Government. It has always been my opinion
that these matters can be dealt with most effectual-
ly by the Local Government of the Province in
which these foreshores and harbors are situated,
and I think, in the long run, it will be found
more satisfactory and economical, as the Local
Government can obtain plans and witnesses on
these subjects more easily than can the Domin-
ion Government. I am glad to learn that the
Report of the Royal Commission of Labor has
been distributed to the country, That report
shows without doubt that great abuses had existed,
and that the relations between the employer and
employé had in many cases not been such as
should have prevailed. I think that every well-
wisher of the working classes, and every one who
has their welfare at heart, must feel that the
Government has adopted a course that merits the
sanction and approval of the country. We are
also glad to learn that it is the intention of the
Government to proceed with the Geological
Survey. I feel certain that the revenue spent in
this way will produce an adequate return from the
East and the West in the fresh mineral resources
that will be developed. In regard to the Province
of British Columbia this is more especially true,
for, while many shafts have been sunk in the more
accessible regions, a large portion of the country
remains undeveloped for lack of the services of
intelligent men who understand geology. Before
taking my seat I would ask hon. -members,
one and all, to travel over the national highway
and visit the Province of British Columbia.
Start at Halifax, where you will see the British
flag floating over the forts ; travel through the
Provinces of Quebec and Ontario, and see the busy
workshops filled with your own countrymen.
Go over the plains and see the millions of
acres that are awaiting settlement and are ready
to grow grain for the whole world ; go through the
Province of British Columbia, whose mountains
are covered with magnificent timber and are filled
with precious metals of all kinds; pass down the
Pacific coast to Esquimalt and see.the British bull-
dogs lying there with the same old British fla

floating at the peak as was seen at Halifax—an

then tell me can any man possessing any national
feeling be so craven or be so deficient in manhood
as to hold up his hands in the cause of annexation ?
Sir, there is no more glorious Province in the world
than British Columbia, as hon. gentlemen will say
if they will visit it. No reading of books or hearing
accounts from people who have visited it can give
any adequate idea of its resources. Let hon. gentle-
men go and see it for themselves. Sir, I have the
honor to represent a city of the Pacific coast ; my
duty is to watch over, the interests of that city
while I am here, but my first duty I consider is to
assist to maintain the Dominion as a whole. Let
us all drop our sectionalism, and let us all strive
together to maintain Canada as a great and grand
country whose interests must be ed by us
and whose people are able to defend them-
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gelves. I have great pleasure in seconding the | been saddled for years with a crushing monopoly
motion. forced upon him by a wanton abuse of the power of

Mr. LAURIER. Ioffer my very hearty congrat-
ulations to the mover and seconder of the Address
on the eloquent manner in which they have dis-
charged the always difficult task they have just
performed. They have gallantly struggled to put
flesh and blood, nerve and sinew, into the dry
bones which the advisers of His Excellency put in
his hands yesterday as the programme of the Ses-
sion, but if the Speech from the Throne remains a
skeleton it is no fault of my hon. friends.
The hon. mover ~of the Address has the
honor -to bear a name popular in this House, and
though I differ from him politically very widely,
though in my estimation the electors of Compton
would have better served their country by electing
my friend Mr. Monroe, still I say to the hon.
gentleman, and I say it with perfect sincerity, that
1t is a great pleasure to friends and foes to welcome
to this House a young member, the son of an
illustrious father, and to find that he is true to the
parent stock. But in listening a moment ago to
the eloquent strain of the hon. gentleman,
and a moment afterwards to the no less eloquent
langnage of the hon. member for Victoria,
who both depicted in glowing terms a country
famed for its present prosperity, I asked my-
self whether the hon. gentlemen could have
meant Canada ; but, as they proceeded, I could
not but be certain that the country they had
in their minds was indeed Canada, and then 1
concluded they must have been, both of them, mes-
merised by the great mesmerist on the other side,
for thgy spoke not of things real but of things
fanciful. They spoke of things not seen by the
stern eye of reality, but seen by the fantastic vision
put before their gaze by the great wizard. To
speak of the prosperity of Canada at present, and
especially of the farmers of Canada—well, if all the
farmers of Canada were in the position of my hon.
friend from Compton, if they had all cash
accounts at the bank as he has, I could well under-
stand these hon. gentlemen speaking of the
prosperity of Canada in the glowing terms they
used. But where is that prosperity to be found?
Certainly not in the East ; certainly not in Quebec ;
certainly not in the Maritime Provinces ; certainly
not in the great Province of Ontario itself. For it
cannot be denied, whatever may be said to the con-
trary on the other side, that the farmers of Canada
never were 80 pinched as they are at present. It
cannot be denied that there is at this moment a
deep agricultural depression all over the country,
and when the agriculturists. of any country are
not prosperous, that country cannot be consid-
ered thriving. The hon. gentlemen referred to
the trip taken by His Excellency across the conti-
nent, and to the greetings of loyalty which His
Excellency met everywhere. No doubt in the
West there must be a deeply seated feeling
of loyalty, for those people have been treated in a
manner which, if they had not been loyal, would
have produced the very direst consequences. The
North-West settler has not been treated in a
manner creditable to Canada. On the contrary,
everything has been done by the Government to
bamper him. He has been forced for many years to
buy in a distant and dear market when he could
have bought in a near and cheap market. He has

disallowance in the Government, and it was only
when the feeling of loyalty was at last giving way,
and when rebellion was becoming a possibility, that
the Government were induced to yield and remove
the monopoly—but only after that monopoly had
crushed its enemies. But even after its removal,
the condition of the people seems to be no better ;
for the great company to which the hon. gentleman
alluded, the Canadian Pacific Railway, is at this
moment discriminating in an unwarranted manner,
according to my judgment, against the North-West
settler in favor of the American settler. The
Canadian Pacific Railway, at this moment, is
charging the North-West settler for carrying
a bushel of wheat from Winnipeg to Toronto, 27
cents, whereas it is only charging the American
settler for the same carriage between Minneapolis
and Toronto the sum of 15 cents, so that at this
moment the Canadian Pacific Railway is taking
from the hard earnings of the Canadian settler 12
cents per bushel more than from the American
settler. Under such circumstances it cannot be
said that the Canadian settler is a prosperous indi-
vidual. Here is a grievance, and 1 call the atten-
tion of the Government to it. I claim that it is
the duty of the Government to enquire into this
matter and to see that this railway company,
which has cost so much money to the people of
Canada, is made to serve the people of Canada at
least as efficiently as it is made to serve the people
of the neighboring country. Though I call the at-
tention of the Government to this subject, it is,
perhaps, perfectly useless on my part to do so. I
do not expect that the Government will answer
my demand ; I do not expect that they will make
any enquiry into this subject, or give any relief to
the people of the North-West. 1 do not expectit,
because it is altogether vain at this moment to ex-
pect of the Government anything like activity.
They are in office, they enjoy the sweets of office,
but they seem to have lost all power, all nerve for
action. Why, they do not even perform the
ordinary duties of administration ! Yes, I charge
deliberately against the Government that they
have not at this moment sufficient nerve to dis-
charge the ordinary duties which pertain to an
Administration. For instance, we derive our
revenue chiefly from Customs duties, and in one
of the chief ports of the Dominion, the port of
Toronto, the Collectorship of Customs has been
vacant for over two years. Is it the duty, or not,
of the Administration to fill up that vacancy ? Is
not that a simple matter of administration? Yet
one year, two years have elapsed, and still the
vacancy exists. What can the reason be? Is
there no one among the hon. gentlemen who sit
on your right, Sir, who would be ready to serve
his country as collector for a good round sum
every year? Or, is the right hon. gentleman
afraid to open a constituency in a Province which
for the last ten years has given him its chief
support ?  Or, has my hon. friend the Minister of
Customs become so fastidious in his tastes that he
cannot find anybody suited to fill the office ? Or,
is it simply because the Ministers, reclining in
their chairs, cannot raise the energy necessary to
make this appointment ?

An hon. MEMBER. Economy.
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Mr. LAURIER. It cannot be economy, be-
cause if it could be economy to dispense with a
collector at Toronto, the Government would re-
move all the other collectors in all the other ports.
They would be bound to remove, not only the col-
lector at Toronto, but at Montreal, Halifax, and
all the other ports. There is more. We have a
nominative Senate in this country. The Senate
are appointed by the Crown. In my judgment
this is a most inefficient system, one which cannot
last very much longer. But the other side have
always maintained that a nominative Senate—that
at least has been their pretension in my Province—
is the very bulwark of Conservative institutions.
Well, if that is the case, I should deem it of some
importance that appointments should be made
when vacancies occur. I find that, in the month
of November last, there were no less than six
vacancies in the Senate. As you know, Mr.
Speaker, death has been of late very cruel with
us, but out of the six vacancies the Government
summoned up the necessary energy to make two
appointments, and, after having done that much,
their energy was exhausted and they fell back in
their cushioned seats and left the other four
vacancies unfilled. Why were only two appoint-
ments made when six should have been made?
I do not know the reason why all the other seats
were not filled ; but in regard to one I have reason
to know that the cause why it was not filled was
that there were two rival claimants, who had ren-
dered services—not to the country but to the right
hon. gentleman, and the hon. gentlemen were
balanced between the two and found it impossible
to make a selection. This is hardly a good public
reason for the neglect, and we ought to have a
better reason than that as a justification of the
omission to fill those offices. Take, for instance, the
seat of Mr. Plumb, which has been vacant for two
years ; take the seat of Mr. Ferrier, who has been
dead for eighteen months. Certainly I was justi-
fied in saying that the Government are now in such
a position that they cannot perform ordinary admi-
nistrative acts. Perhaps, however, I am doing an
injustice to the right hon. gentleman who leads the
Government. Perhaps he is inactive because he
is intimidated, because he fears to make a false
move, because of late he has not been as lucky
as he was formerly. Of late it seems that, every
time he has made a step,—if I may be allowed the
expression—he has put hisfootinit; because, if he
took a step in advance, he has had to retrace it.
Examples are not wanting. It was only in 1888
that he compelled his followers to vote to forbid
the free entrance of fruits and other articles from
the United States, and four weeks had not elapsed
before he retraced his steps in regard to that. Then
again, about ten weeks ago, the Government passed
an Order in Council prohibiting the carrying by
American vessels of bonded freight to Victoria,
B.C.; and not only that was totally reversed, but
we have another example and a more famous one.
In 1888 the Government were induced to put an
additional duty of $1 upon pine logs, but it was
not lon%’ after before the (Government were con-
vinced that they had made a false step. It would
not be convenient, in *view of the time at my
disposal, to give all the examples of the manner in
which the Government have been moving forward
and backward, and, though the Government were
pressed again and again to retrace their steps, they
Mr. LAURIER.

refused to do it in this House, because they felt it
would be to their detriment, though they did it
afterwards. My hon. friend from North Norfolk
brought the question of the duty on saw logs before
the House, and asked the House to compel the
Government to carry out the policy which he
proposed ; but they would not do it, and the
Government policy was defended by their follow-
ers, by the member for Muskoka (Mr. O’Brien),
and by the member for South Norfolk (Mr. Tis-
dale), and by my hon. friend from Toronto. Yet
the prorogation had scarcely taken place before the
Government abandoned the policy which they had
forced their followers to accept a few weeks before.
At the same time the Government did something
further, for which I am bound to give them credit.
While they abandoned the duty on saw logs, they
invited reciprocity in lumber with the United
States. It is not often that I can congratulate
the hon. gentleman wupon his policy, but
in this case I do so, although he has mnot
altogether met my views in regard to it.
He offered certain reciprocity to the United States,
but his offer was too niggardly. Why did he not
offer reciprocity over the whole line and the whole
list? T do not know why he did not. Perhapshe
was conscious that he was stealing the clothes of
his opponents,and felt some remorse in consequence.
I give him credit for having that feeling, but he
need not have been afraid.  We are generous on
this side of the House. It is our policy to feed the
hungry and to clothe the naked; and when the
hon. gentleman feels inclined to put his hand into
our wardrobe the next time, I invite him to take
the whole suit. The National Policy is such a
threadbare policy that we are moved to compassion
when we see that there is nothing more than that’
on the shoulders of the hon. gentleman and his
party. I must give full credit to the bon. gentle-
man and his policy. I would not take an unfair
advantage of anyone. Though they have only ap-
pointed two senators, still they appointed a Com-
mission to go to Scotland and to Holland to find
out the best methods of catching and curing and
packing fish. Why, Mr. Speaker, to send Cana-
dians abroad to learn from the Scotchmen and the
Dutchmen how to cateh and cure and pack fish is
something extraordinary. I should have thought
that it wonld have been the Scotchmen and the
Dutchmen who would have come here to learn
from Canadians the best methods. I suppose
that we shall have a report of that Commission
presented to us, and I do not want to speak about
it now.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Then why do you?

Mr. LAURIER. I do it because I strongly
suspect that this Commission is merely a herring
drawn across the track to hide an otherwise inde-
fensible transaction. In the Speech presented’to
us to-day, it is manifest that the Government have
not anything of great consequence to present or
anything which requires any lengthened remarks ;
but it is also manifest that they have not taken
into consideration the condition of the country at
this moment, and especially the condition of the
agricultural (Fopulation. The Government seem to
have reached a state of perfect felicity in the con-
templation of their own perfection. They have
invented a National Policy which they seem to
consider the ultima thule of all possible progress.
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While, as a Canadian, I cannot but regret such an
attitude in those who are entrusted with the
future of this country, I must say, as a party
man, it does not break my heart to see the Gov-
ernment and their friends the victims of such infat-
uation ; for the truth is that, at the present moment,
with the exception of the monopolists who have
been made wealthier by the restrictions of the
tariff, there is no class in the country who does
not desire some reform in that tariff. It may be,
and it is probably true, that with the greater
number, the exact form the relief, which will be
welcomed, ought to take, has not yet been formu-
lated, but it is equally true that the great ma-
jority of those who, ten years ago, put their faith
in the National Policy, are now reluctantly
forced to the inevitable conclusion that
the National Policy has been a failure. And how
could it be otherwise ? By the fruits we shall
know the tree ; and what are the fruits of the
National Policy ? Let us look around the country.
The National Policy has favored a few. There is
no doubt of that ; but it has injured the many,
and there is no doubt of that either. It hasimpru-
dently been stated that the price of land has
increased near some of the railway centres ;
but it is equally true that the National Policy has
reduced the price of farming land all over the
country. It has reduced the price of farming land
in the great Province of Ontario by $22,000,000,
as is shown by statistics. It has turned out
millionaires, but it has made the lot of the
toiling masses harder than it was before. It
has created sugar barons, and cotton lords and
railway kings, but it has put nails upon the doors
and windows of thousands of homes and sent their
inhabitants to a foreign land. Sir, I arraign the
Government upon that issue. When the hon.

gentleman was in Opposition, 12 years ago, he|

boasted to the people of this country that if he
were restored to power he would introduce a
policy which would put a check to emigration.
The people of the Dominion took him at his word ;
they entrusted him with power, and the result is
that at this moment emigration is a greater curse
than it has ever been before. Now, I know very
well what the answer will be to this statement.
The answer will be—tergiversation. It isalways
easy to deny the past.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. And to assert.

Mr. LAURIER. Especially to assert a fact
which is within the knowledge of everybody. I
aypea,l here to the intelligence and to the experience
of every man upon these benches. I donotappeal
to those who made the promises, but I appeal to
those who believed the promises that were made,
and I defy anybody to stand up here to-day and
say that the anticipations which were raised in
1878 by the National Policy have been fulfilled ; I
defy anyone to say that the price of land has been
improved in the rural parts, that in the rural parts
of the country every family is contented at its own
fireside. But if any man can deny these things,
then by all means let him stand up for the National
Policy. But if that man is bound in his conscience
to admit that his anticipations have not been re-
alised, that the price of farming land has been de-
creased everywhere over the country, that there is
not, Eerha.ps, in the rural parts ome single family
which is complete at its fireside, then I would ex-

pect that man, whatever would be his party pre-
ferences, to stand up for the cause of reform. Hon.
gentlemen may deny, but the factis plain. What-
ever may be the language spoken here by the
Government followers, I believe their conscience
tells a different tale. They are like the man going
through the woods who whistles to keep his courage
up. They may speak bravely, but their actions
once more show they have not escaped the general
feeling of uneasiness which is at this time permeat-
ing the whole community. Since the hon. gentle-
man seems to be obdurate upon this question, I
propose to show that in the ranks of those who fol-
low him, even amongst his own colleagues, the im-
pression is deeply seated at this moment that the
country wants reform, that the National Policy has
not accomplished what was expected, and that the
farmers of this country, especially, must in some
way be relieved. Not later than the Session of
1888 my hon. friend from East Middlesex (Mr.
Marshall) proposed a motion which readsin this
manner :

“ That the establishment of mutually favorable trade

relations between Great Britain and her colonies would
benefit the agricultural, mining, lumbering and other
industries of the latter, and would strengthen the Empire
by building up its dependencies, and that the Govern-
ment should ask the other Colonial Governments to join
in approaching the Imperial Government with a view of
obtaining such an agreement.”
The debate was participated in by several promi-
nent members; amongst others was the hon.
member for North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy), a very
strong supporter of the Administration. The hon.
gentleman upon that occasion spoke not so much
to the motion of the hon. member for East Middle-
sex, but he spoke to a motion of which he had
given notice, which he moved, and which ran in
the following language :—

“That it would be in the best interests of the Dominion
that such changes should be sought for in_the trade re-
lations between the United Kingdom and Canada as
would give to Canada advantages in the markets of the
mother country not allowed to foreign states, Canada
being willing for such privileges to discriminate in her
markets in %&vor of Great Britain and Ireland, due re-
gard being had to the policy adopted in 1879 for the
purpose of fostering the various interests and industries
of the Dominion, and to the financial necessities of the
Dominion.”

The hon. member from Simcoe, in speaking to
that question, stated that he and those with whom
he was acting—all followers of the right hon. gentle-
man—were endeavoring to create a trade with
Great Britain and to obtain a market in Great
Britain for our surplus farming productioms. The
debate was participated in by several members ;
amongst otherswere the hon. member for Pictou (Mr.
Tupper), now Minister of Marine and Fisheries, also
by the hon. and gallant member for Shelburne
(Gen. Laurie), and by the no less hon. and gallant
member for Assiniboia (Mr. Davin), all to the effect
that in their opinion the present condition of the
country was not satisfactory, and that something
ought to be done to relieve it. What was the
meaning of that motion? If the National Policy
had realised everything that we had in view, if it
had developed the country in the manner which
had been predicted by hon. gentlemen here, why
should there have been such a motion? Why was
such a question opened up? Simply because, in
the opinion of those gentlemen, the condition of
the country was not satisfactory, the condition of
agriculture was not satisfactory, and something
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needed to be done to improve that condition. It
is to be remarked that upon that occasion not a
word was said to the contrary by the hon. gentle-
man or by anybody supporting him. Then, what
conclusion should be drawn ? This conclusion : that
the Government themselves shared in that view.
Then you would expect that, sharing in that view,
they wounld have brought forward some measure
of reform, since they admitted that there was an
evil to be cured. But, Sir, we could not expect them
to go that length. They knew the evil, but they
gresented no remedy and they let the evil remain.

Now, Mr. Speaker, while I agree with those hon.
gentlemen in their opinions respecting the evil, I
say there is a remedy to be sought for in our con-
dition. Though this is their conviction, they do
not act upon it. That conviction is the basis of
the policy which we support on this side of the
House. The policy we support asks that some reform
should be made in the condition of our country.
I wish, for my part, that I could agree with hon.
gentlemen opposite in the remedy they have sug-
gested ; I wish, for my part, I could believe that
we could find for our surplus agricultural products
a market in Great Britaiz ; but, certainly, I can-
not agree in the policy which has been suggested
to us, for that policy, to say the least of if, is a
singularly foolish one. Hon. gentlemen opposite
propose to establish a trade with Great Britain.
They propose to induce the people of Great Britain
to take our surplus products—and how ? By open-
ing our doors to the trade of Great Britain, which
doors are now closed to that trade ? Not at all.
By inducing Great Britain to open her doorstous?
No ; they are already open to us and to the world.
But it is to induce the people of Great Britain, if
possible, to shut their doors to the rest of the
world and keep them open to ourselves. Hitherto
the policy has been Canada for the Canadians, but
hereafter the policy will be England for the Cana-
dians. The object the hon. gentlemen have in
view is to induce British workingmen to remove
all competition from the produects of the American
farmer and thereby to enhance the price of bread
and foodstuffs for themselves. Will the British
working classes adopt such a policy ? It is pre-
posterous to assume it. What have hon. gentle-
men opposite to offer to the British working-
men for the sacrifice they will be called upon to
make? Do they offer to admit here British pro-
ducts free of duty? No; on the contrary, it is
proposed to lower, by a few inches only, the bar-
riers which the hon. gentlemen opposite have set
up against the productions of British working-
men. And that is what they call fair trade. Some
of the hon. gentlemen opposite have the candor
to believe that the British public at large can
be induced to adopt such a policy. Itisimpossible
to conceive that the British people would adopt a

olicy so absolutely delusive. Where are the pub-

ic men in England who would countenance such a
policy ? You could not find them in the ranks of
the Liberal party, or in the Radical party, or in
the Conservative party, although the Conservative
party in England are entitled to the reproach that
they have opposed every reform that has made
Englahd what she is to-day. Yet as soon as some
reform has been adopted it becomes the common
inheritance of every Englishman, and the last
reform carried in England was the adoption of
the great principle of free trade. England has

Mr. LAURIER.

been the pioneer in trade, as she has been the
pioneer in the science of government. She ob-
tained a full measure of fair trade 100 years
at least before any other continental nation. It
was so also with respect to free trade. They adopted
a system of freedom in trade, as in politics and
everything else, and so paved the way for the other
nations to follow. It is true, as has been often
stated, that their policy has not been answered,
that other nations have not responded, and that the
idea, the dream and the hope of those who advo-
cated the gospel of free trade has not been realised.
I do not believe so. Only fifty years have elapsed
since the principle of free trade was proclaimed in
England, and fifty years, it must be admitted, form
a dot on the ever revolving panorama in the life of
a nation. Fifty years is but a dot in the life of the
world, and it cannot be expected that that great
principle should germinate, blossom and fructify
within half a century. But if it cannot be said that
the expectations of those who have proclaimed the
principle has been fulfilled, it is manifest that
it will be fulfilled yet, and the first nations to
adopt it will be those nations of British blood
and tradition, the offshoots of England. It is true
that Canada and the United States are to-day far
from this position, but the time may come, and it
may not be distant, when Canada and the United
States will adopt a policy—which we on this
side of the House have advocated—a policy not
to seek a market oun the other side of the ocean, but
to seek a market on the other side of the line ;
and it would seem to me that this consideration
should commend itself to our friends on the other
side of the House, that if we were to effect a com-
mercial alliance between these two great branches
of the Anglo-Saxon family, it would be aigreat step
towards effecting what they have in view, and
that is, our obtaining a market at some ultimate
day in Great Britain and Ireland. In this respect
I do not consider the Government will ever change
their policy ; but it must be apparent to the right
hon. gentleman opposite,from the feeling manifested
among his own supporters, a feeling not in favor
of reciprocity but yet a feeling in favor of a change,
that the change we propose is the more logical one
and is bound to be carried out at no distant date.
In the Speech which was delivered yesterday there
is an important paragraph, and an important
paragraph only, it is the paragraph in reference to
the difficulty we have in respect to the Behring
Sea. It is now more than three years since Cana-
dian vessels fishing for seals in Behring Sea were
ousted from those waters by the American authori-
ties. Three years had elapsed, and after three
years this is the reference to the subject by His
Excellency. His Excellency informs us, practically,
that Canadian fishermen have laid their claims
before the Canadian Government, that the Govern-
ment have referred those claims to the English
Government, and His Excellency goes onto say :

‘‘I feel confident that those representations have had
due weight, and I hope to be enabled during the present
Session to assure you that all differences on this question
are in the course of satisfactory adjustment.”

‘Well, cértainly caution could not go any further
than it goes there. His Excellency informs us
that he believes—what? That the difficulty will
be settled during the course of the present Ses-
sion? Noj; but that they were in the course of
satisfactory adjustment. That is all he can assure
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us. The statement is not that the difficulty was
adjusted, but that during the present Session it
would be in course of adjustment. It appears,
therefore, that, so far, it has not been in the
course of adjustnient at all, and that it is only
from this moment it will be in course of adjust-
ment ; and even this statement is made with cau-
tion. His Excellency does not say that he can
even ‘‘assure” us, but he ““hopes” to be enabled
during the present Session to assure us that all
differences are in course of adjustment. To the
Canadian fishermen who were ousted from Behring
Sea three years ago this is not a very satisfactory
prospect. What can the cause be ? Here is what
we conceive to be an unwarrantable assumption of
authority by the American people over Canadian
fishermen, and yet, after three years, all the" satis-
faction we obtain is that, perhaps, during the pre-
sent Session His Excellency will be able to assure
us that the difficulty is in course of settlement. In
regard to what has taken place during these three
years there is a blank, the Government has not in-
formed us; but, although the Government has not
informed us, I think I know pretty well what has
taken place, if we may judge the past by the pre-
sent, and what has taken place on this question by
what occurred on former occasions. It was simply
this : His Excellency, on receiving the complaint of
the Canadian fishermen, sent his statement of com-
plaint to the Colonial Office in England. The
Colonial Office sent the statement to the Foreign
Office ; the Foreign Office wrote a letter to the
American Minister; the Minister probably
called upon the Minister of Foreign Affairs.
The Minister of Foreign Affairs wrote to the
British Minister at Washington, and probably
wrote also to the Secretary of State at Washington.
Probably the British Minister and the Secretary of
State at Washington had a conference, and more
despatches were sent from Washington to London,
and from London to Ottawa, and then the matter
was probably laid before the hon. the Minister of
Justice here, who no doubt wrote a very able
paper upon it, which some day will see the light of
day, and then the matter was again referred to
London, and from London to Washington. This
was what took place some two or three years ago,
and no doubt is what is taking place again upon
this occasion. Now, British diplomacy can be
very active or very slow, just as it suits the pur-
pose of British diplomacy. In1861, when Slidell
and Mason were taken on board a British ship, the
British Government at once sent to Washington a
note temperate in language, respectful and cour-
teous in tone, and the result was within a month
the difficulty was settled to the satisfaction of
both parties. If the same diligence had been used
on this occasion, probably we would have had an
answer before this ; for the issue is a simple one
between two contending parties. The Americans
claim jurisdiction over the disputed waters. This
is not the place to discuss whether or not this
contention is well or ill-founded, but I have
no hesitation to say that, in my judgment,
the American contention is not well founded.
However, this subject will come up for discussion
at the proper time and on the proper occasion.
We do not admit that contention, we reject it.
Well, was it not possible within three years to
have reached some solution of the difficulty. What
is the reason we have not? Sir, if I am to credit

a paragraph published some time ago in the Ameri-
can newspapers, the cause of the delay lies with
the Ca,nagia,n Government themselves, because the
American papers some time ago represented that
the American and British Authorities had come to
some arrangement which was about to be completed

when the Canadian Government asked to be con-

sulted and to be allowed to give its views, and
though several months have elapsed no representa-
tion had been received from the Canadian Govern-
ment. If that be true, then all the blame falls upon
the Canadian Government, and for their want of
action they will have to render, some time or
other, a very severe account. This is no trifling
question, but one of great importance; and al-
though it has to be approached in a friendly spirit,
still 1t has to be approached in a firm and temper-
ate manner consistent with our own dignity and
rights. I cannot conceive, however, that if the
Government had been as diligent as they should
have been in this matter, our fishermen would not
have received redress long ago. But we shall hear
more upon this question during the Session.
I do not intend on this occasion to exer-
cise any more criticism than can be avoided. I
have in former years followed the practice of not
indulging in more criticism than is fairly invited
by the Speech from the Throne, and propose to
follow the same practice to-day, and, therefore,
shall conclude my remarks by expressing my in-
tention to do my best in furthering the busi-
ness of the Session, and I call on the (GGovernment
to lose no time in bringing down business.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Iam very glad
indeed to find from my hon. friend’s speech that
we may have some prospect of getting at once to
work. He is not going to move an amendment,
and his speech shows that he means business. T
am very glad that such is his intention, and we
shall be delighted to have his assistance in entering
on the work of the Session. In his speech, de-
livered in the hon. gentleman’s usual agree-
able and pleasant style, which always gives
pleasure to those who listen to it, he entered into
a little prologue before the play, a little prelimin-
ary chaff. He must blow off the froth before he
gets down to the porter, and though his speech
was nearly all froth it was very pleasant froth,
indeed. My hon. friend commenced by sub-
mitting that he and his friends are the only
persons who know what the situation of the coun-
try is. He said that on this side we labor under
an agreeable delusion. We fancy that the counfry
is prosperous, we fancy that Canada is in a state
of prosperity, but it is a fatal delusion, and he
says that it must be the enchantment of the
wizard which induced my hon. friends the mover
and seconder to make the glowing statements
they did. Well, my hon. friend is the leader
of a party afd also a distinguished mem-
ber of the legal profession. My hon. friend
who moved this Address, and who did it so
ably, and who was so well and properly con-

atulated by wmy hon. friend, is a practical
armer. He should know whether the farmers are
prosperous or not in his part of the country,
rather better than my hon. friend,though he comes
from the same Province. Now, he tells us, as a
practical farmer, and not only a practical but
a wealthy farmer, that the Province' of
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Quebec never was more prosperous, that the
farming interests in Quebec never were more
prosperous than they were in the past year of
1889. My hon. friend also supposes that the
same fatal hallucination has blinded the eyes of my
hon. friend from Victoria, B.C. (Mr. Prior). Heisa
man of Dbusiness, a shrewd man of business, he
knows what he is talking about, and he says that the
people in the Province of British Columbia, and
especially his own constituency, were never so
grosperous before as they were this past year.

‘et my hon. friend ventures to say that they
are mistaken, and that we are mistaken, and
that the majority of the people of this country are
mistaken, and that we are a miserable, desponding,
ruined, depressed and retrograding country. That
is the style of the speech of my hon. friend.
As long as my hon. friend entertains those
opinions, and those whom he leads entertains
them, he will, I regret to say, remain at your left,
Mr. Speaker, and will not come to the position to
which his great abilities entitle him, of leading the
majority of the people of Canada and their repre-
sentatives on the right of your chair. There is a
difference of opinion between my hon. friend and
the majority of the people of Canada. We know
that when in a lunatic asylum somebody asked
an inmate how he came to be there ? < Oh, said
he, ““I am here as a consequence of a difference of
opinion : all the world think I am mad, and I
think all the world mad, and the majority carried
it.” So it is with my hon. friend. The majority
of the people of Canada will declare that the
hallucinations, the delusions,are on that side of
the House and not on this ; but it is a misfortune
to my hon. friend’s party ; it is a sort of blindness
which has come upon them for their sins, by which
they have become prophets of evil, in their press,
on the stump, on the platform, everywhere, and
now in Parliament. }\)\"e find that their raison
d’8tre, the basis and foundation for their party, is
that Canada is ruined, and will remain ruined, and
will be more rnined every day, until thereisa
change of parties and my hon. friend comes on
this side. I am afraid the people of Canada will
prefer to be ruined under us, than to be prosperous
after the fashion of my hon. friends on the other
side. You know the story of Lord Palmerston,
when a wine merchant sent him some special
Greek wine, which, he said, was admirably
adapted for gouty patients, to cure gout. Lord
Palmerston tasted the wine and said “I would
rather have the gout.” So the people of Canada
would rather have Canada, with all her misfor-
tunes, real or imaginary, governed by the Liberal
Conservative party, even when led by your
bumble servant, than have it directed by all the
abilities, all the force and all the patriotism of my
hon. friend opposite. My hon, friend seemed rather
disappointed at the statement of the mover and the
seconder of the Address, that the people in the West
were loyal. He seemed to be rather surprised at
that statement, as they have been so badly used—
look at the way, said he, in which the people in
the North-West have been used and the people in
British Columbia, and yet they are loyal. My hon.
friend was quite surprised at that, and I remarked
that there was not one single response or cheer to
the statement of the hon. member from Victoria in
reference to the loyalty of the North-West—from
the other side of the I}’ouse. The hon. gentleman

- 8ir JomNy A. MACDONALD.

objects to the want of matter, apparently, in the
Speech from the Throne. I think it is a very
practical speech, and I think it would puzzle the
hon. gentleman to have suggested new subjects
for discussion during the present Session, except-
ing the one with which he wound up his speech.
Although he commenced with a criticism of the
Speech and the Address in answer to it, he found it
was rather hard work ; it was up-hill work, and
so he fluttered off into a discussion of free trade,
unrestricted: reciprocity and Imperial federation.
He says, among other things, that the Govern-
ment have become so indolent and apathetic that
they are not able to carry on the ordinary admin-
istration of affairs; and what is the reason he
gives to prove his statement? That there has not
been a collector of customs appointed for Toronto.
If he had been able to state that, in consequence
of the non-appointment of a collector of customs
in Toronto, the business of the country had been
neglected, there might have been something in the
charge ; but, in the meantime, as an economist,
and hon. members in Opposition are always
economistg, I think he might have congratulated
the country upon the saving of the salary of a col-
lector of customs in Toronto for two years. Then
he says we had not the energy to fill the vacan-
cies in the Senate. The hon. gentleman, as a
public man, as the leader of a party, ought not to
attribute bad motives when only gogd motives
exist. Could he not imagine that a good motive
was the reason why those positions were not filled ?
The hon. gentleman might have thought that we
were of opinion that there were too many Tories
in the upper House, that we were looking to the
possibility that the great ability and energy of the
hon. gentleman might put him at the head of
affairs, and he might have supposed that we were
keeping a certain number of vacancies in that
House to enable him, after he succeeded in attain-
ing power, to fill the four vacancies in the Senate,
so that the complaint which has been made that
the Senate has too much of one complexion would
be removed. I shall not now enter into a discus-
sion or reply to the hon. gentleman’s remarks as
to the vacillation of which he accuses us in regard
to the duties on fruits and sawlogs and the regula-
tions in regard to coasting. Those questions will
come up during the present Session in a more legi-
timate form, and it would be a waste of time to
discuss them mow ; but I assure my hon. friend
that, in our opinion, we have a good answer and
we have good reasons to give for eévery one of those
actions which the hon. gentleman is pleased to
call vacillations. The hon. gentleman says he
gives us credit for one thing. We made some steps
towards reciprocity with the United States, but he
ventures to say that we have been stealing the
clothes of his party: Mr. Speaker, we would make
a great mistake if we took the clothes of hon. gen-
tlemen opposite. We are well clad now, and we
do not want to wear any Opposition rags. Iam
an older public man than the hon. gentleman, and
can look back a little further, and I think he will
find that all the successful exertions towards reci-
grocity, after those which were made by Sir

rancis Hincks and his party, have been made
by the Conservative party. The hon. gentleman
says that the National Policy has been a failure.
The country does not think so. There is no
evidence that the country thinks so. Every
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evidence that we have points in the other
direction. The hon. gentleman said that the
reason why we did not fill up the Senate was that
we feared to-open constituencies. It does not ap-
pear that that is our reason. Since last Session
there have been three vacancies and three elections,
and I had yesterday the honor and pleasure of intro-
ducing three supporters of the Government after
those elections. The hon. gentleman says he could
not help grieving over our position in consequence
of the failure of the National Policy. We deny
that it has been a failure, and, if it had been a
failure, the hon. gentleman, instead of wasting his
time in simple grieving, should have had something
like active sympathy with us, because I remember
when the hon. gentleman was a National Policy man
himself. Iremember when the agreeable eloquence
of the hon. gentleman was used in pointing out
that Canada must be for the Canadians, and that
a protective system was the proper one to adopt.
But, other times, other manners, other opinions,
and the hon. gentleman is quite right, if he thinks
he is right, to change the opinions he once pro-
fessed ; %ut he is not able, and will not be able, to
carry the country with him. I am, however, ex-
ceedingly glad, as a party man,that the hon. gentle-
man has induced his party, after a great deal of
vacillation and a great deal of chopping and
changing, to come down and nail their colors to the
mast of free trade. That is the issue now before
the country ; but the hon. gentleman will find that
Canada will remain, as most of the civilised
nations of the world have remained, advocates of a
national policy—every one with the exception of
England. For the sake of my party I am glad
that the hon. gentleman has taken that course.
The hon. gentleman has seen in the papers, if he
has not otherwise been aware, that I have attained
the ripe age of three-quarters of a century. I
cannot hope to be much longer, here or in this
world, but I have this satisfaction, as a Canadian,
as one interested in the future development and
prosperity of Canada, of knowing that, after I go
hence, the party which I believe is ‘the true
patriotic party of Canada—the Liberal Conserva-
tive party—will remain in power as long as the
hon. gentlemen opposite adhere to the unwise, the
unpatriotic policy which has been'indicated by the
hon. gentleman.
Paragraphs one to eleven agreed to.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved :

That the said resolutions be referred to a select com-
mittee composed of Sir Hector Langevin, Mr. Pope, Mr.
Prior and the mover, to prepare and report the draft of
an Address in answer to the Speech of His Excellency
the Governor General to both Houses of Parliament.

Motion agreed to.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, from the com-
mittee, reported the draft of an Address, which
was read the first and second times, and ordered
to be engrossed, and to be presented to His Kx-
cellency by such members of the House as are of
the hon. the Privy Council :

SUPPLY.

‘Mr. FOSTER moved:

. That this House will, on fTuesday next, resolve itgelf
into a committee to consider of a Supply to be granted to
Her Majesty.

Motion agreed to.

WAYS AND MEANS.

Mr. FOSTER moved :

. That this House will, on Tnesday next, resolve itself
into a committee to consider of the Ways and Means for
raising a Supply to be granted to Her Majesty.

Motion agreed to.
REPORTS.

The Public Accounts for the fiscal year ending
30th June, 1889.—(Mr. Foster.)

The Trade and Navigation Returns for the fiscal
year ending 30th June, 1889.—(Mr. Bowell.)

Annual Report of the Department of Inland
Revenue.—(Mr. Costigan.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the
adjournment of the House.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 5
p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

Moxpay, 20th January, 1890.
The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o’clock.

PrAYERS.
FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 2) to permit reciprocity in wrecking
and the towing of vessels and rafts.—(Mr. Trow
for Mr. Charlton.)

Bill (No. 3) to admit vessels registered in the
United States to wrecking, towing and coasting
privileges in Canadian waters.—(Mr. Ferguson,
Welland, for Mr. Patterson, Essex.)

Bill (No. 4) to permit foreign vessels to aid
vessels wrecked or disabled in Canadian waters.—
(Mr. Kirkpatrick.)

Bill (No. 5) to make further provision as to the
prevention of cruelty to animals, and to amend
chapter 172 of the Revised Statutes of Canada.—
(Mr. White, Cardwell, for Mr. Brown.)

BILLS OF EXCHANGE AND PROMISSORY
NOTES.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved for leave to in-
troduce Bill (No. 6) relating to Bills of Exchange
and Promissory Notes. He said: This is the Bill
which received some consideration at the hands of
the House last Session, and I introduce it now in
accordance with the understanding then arrived at.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time,

ELECTION ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. JONCAS moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 7) further to amend the Dominion Elections
Act, chapter 8 of the Revised Statutes of Canada.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Explain.

Mr. JONCAS. It is the same Bill I presented
last year, and is purely of local interest. It asks
to put Gaspé on the same footing as Algoma in the
Province of Ontario, and Cariboo in the Province
of British Columbia ; since the delays now provided
for are not sufficient to allow the returning officer
to post up his proclamations in time.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time,



Mr. LANDERKIN asked, Whether the Maple
Hill Post Office, in the County of Bruce, has been
closed? If so, why? Is it the intention of the
Government to re-open it ?

Mr. HAGGART. The post office of Maple
Hill has been closed. It was closed on account of
the resignation of the postmaster. It is the in-
tention of the Government to re-open that office.

TRIAL OF ROBERT VOLLET.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, Do the Government
propose defraying the expenses of the trial of
Robert Vollet, of Durham, who was tried at the
assizes in Walkerton last autumn ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. We have had no ap-
plication on that subject.

ELECTORAL DIVISION OF SHAWINEGAN.

Mr. DESAULNIERS asked, Whether the
Government have been informed of the death of
the Hon. James Ferrier, Senator, appointed for
the electoral division of Shawinegan, in the Pro-
vince of Quebec? If they have been so informed,
why has this vacancy in the Senate not been filled,
when the Counties of St. Maurice and Maskinongé
have made known to the proper persons, through
their representatives, the views of the electorate ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Govern-
ment has been informed of the death of the Hon.
James Ferrier ; the appointment of his successor is
still under the consideration of the Government.

PAYMENT TO PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND.

Mr. PERRY asked, Has the Government of
Prince Edward Island drawn any money from
capital at Ottawa since the 14th January, 1889 ? If
80, what amount, and when drawn ?

Mr. FOSTER. The Government of Prince
Edward Island has not drawn any money from
capital at Ottawa since the 14th January, 1889.

{
THREE PER CENT. LOAN OF 1888.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell) asked, Whether any

portion of the 3 per cent. loan of 1888 has been-

purchased for the sinking fund since June 30, 18897
"If so, what amount, at what date and at what
price?

Mr. FOSTER. The following amounts have
been purchased out of the 3 per cent. loan of 1888
on sinking fund account :

Date. Amt. purchased. Rate. Acerued Int. Net rate.

July........... $56,456.86 ggé 3 ;nil £32 180
4 mos 3p.c

Oct..oovvenns 92,591.34 38% Z : 1“p'c 32%96
- -4 .C.

NovV..eeenn.. 241,589.50§ R %1}}'0 800
by ip.c

Dec. NEETLRVR NS« B I LS

$493,953.14 Average cost. 9516 6

Net cost. 94 18 4

CONTRACTORS’ CHEQUES.

Mr. McMULLEN asked, Whether it is cus-
tomary to transfer amounts put up by contractors
from Chartered Banks to the Government Savings
Banks? Has such been done in any case during
the last year ?

Mr. Joxcas.

o | which, I presume, he
0 | motion.

28

Mr. FOSTER. It is not customary to transfer
amounts put up by contractors from Chartered
Banks to the (GGovernment Savings Banks, and I
know of no case in which such has been done.

DISALLOWANCE OF PROVINCIAL BILLS.

Mr. LANDERKIN moved for:

Statement showing the total number of Bills dis-
allowed since Confederation, also the total number dis-
allowed each year during the same period ; giving the
titles of the Bills, the Province where passed, and the
reason for said disallowance.

Mr. McCARTHY. I would suggest that my
hon. friend make a little change in the motion he
has just made, and insert the following :—

And the reasons for such disallowance so far as to

show whether each Act was not within the competence of
the Provincial Legislature, or upon grounds of public
policy; also, in like manner, the Bills reserved for the
pleasure of His Excellency the Governor General to
which his assent wus not’given, showing the reasons for
such refusal.
The hon. gentleman’s motion asks the reason for
such disallowance. Well, that means, of course,
the printing of a very long correspondence in each
case, and down to a certain date we are already in
possession of that. I suppose what the hon.
gentleman desires to have is a short synopsis of
the Bills disallowed, and shortly the reasons for
this disallowance. If the hon. gentleman will
accept this suggestion I will not move it as an
amendment.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I may be allowed to
explain that last Session there was laid on the
Table of the House a second blue book on this ques-
tion which showed the title of every Act reported
upon, giving the full text of the report in every
case ; and that brought the subject down to the
end of the calendar year of 1888, I think. IF this
motion carries it will be simply necessary to bring
down the supplementary papers to those which have
been laid on the Table so far. Besides that, inthe blue
book which contains that report as brought down
last Session, the hon. gentleman will find a care-
fully prepared table showing the year in which
every Act was passed in each Province, the chapter
of the Act, the title of the Act, the observations
that were made upon it, and the date of the Order
in Council ; so that not only is the return asked
for by the hon. gentleman already down toa certain
date, and a very recent date, but it is also in the
form of a synopsis which is very convenient for ref-
erence, and which the hon. gentleman will find, I
think, to answer all his purposes.

Mr. LAURIER. 1 think my hon. friend might
readily accept the suggestions of the Minister of
Justice ; that would provide all the information
in view by making this

Mr. LANDERKIN. I only wish to have an
extension of the return that has been already
brought down. The suggestion of the hon. member
for North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) is worthy of con-
sideration, and I have no objection to a.&{opt the
suggestion he has made.

Mr. McCCARTHY. The information is all in-
cluded in the returns already made, but I thought
the hon. gentleman simply desired to obtain it in
some short form,

Mr. LANDERKIN. That is the idea.
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- Mr. McCARTHY. If it could be shortly stated,
without giving any reasons, whether the action
taken was on grounds of public policy, or on the
ground that it was wltra vires, it would be desir-
able ; but perhaps it would not always be easy to
make the distinction.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Isupposeif the return will
be brought down in English and French, the hon.
gentleman will not object to that.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the hon.
gentleman will allow it, the information will cover
matters since the date of the last return.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Certainly. I hope it will
not be disallowed because it is going to be in
French too.

Motion agreed to.
RETURNS ORDERED.

Return giving the nameg of all persons who were tried
before a Magistrate for selling whiskey to Indians in the
County of Grey or Bruce, in the year 1888-89; together
with all papers, documents and letters on the subject;
also the name of the party who laid the information, the
name of the Magistrate before whom it was tried, the
name of the constable employed and the name qf_the
lawyer retained in each case, together with the decisions
of the Magistrate, stating the fines imposed, if any ; also,
it any appeals were made from the decisions of the
Magistrate, stating before what Judge the appeals were
tried and what was the result; giving the cost of each
trial before the Magistrate, and of each appeal be-
fore the Judge, together with the name, occupation and

ost office address of every person who received money
or any service whatever, either at the trial at the
Magistrate’s court or at the appeal before the Judge ; the
total cost of all the trials, the total fines imposed and
collected. If costs were refused at any trial, giving the
reason for such refusal ; also showing whether any of the
Indians who received intoxicating liquors were electors
of Bruce under the Electoral Franchise Act of Canada.
—(Mr. Landerkin.)

Return showin% the number of Dominion Franchise
Voters Lists of 1889, printed outside the Government
Printing Bureau, the names of the offices in which they
were printed, and the amount paid for the printing of
each respectively,—(Mr. Innes.)

Copy of Government Engineer’s report of survey of
harbors of Pinette and Wood’s Island, and also ¢opyof
report of survey of New London_Harbor_ and Break-
%atlesi, )m the Province of Prince Edward Island.—(Mr.

elsh.

Return showing the amounts of money deposited in the
several Savings Banks in the Dominjon, and in the
several Post Office Savings Bankg, the location of each
and the gross amount of deposits in each on the 30th o
June and December Jast. r. McMullen.)

SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved :

That a special committee of seven members be appointed
to prepare and report with all convenient speed, lists of
members to compose the select standing committees or-
dered by the House on Thursday, the 16th instant, and that
8ir Hector Langevin, Sir Richard Cartwright, Sir John
Thompson, Messrs, Bowell, Laurier, Mills (Bothwell) and
the mover do compose the said committee.

Motion agreed to.

CONTRACTORS’ CHEQUES.

Mr. FOSTER. 1 would like to call the atten-
tion of my hon. friend, who asked with reference
to the contractors’ cheques, to information which I
have had sent to me since I gave the answer to his
question; and I will refer him for a complete
answer to C-12 Auditor General’s report of 1887-88,
in which the report of the Deputy Finance Minister
and the Order in Council are given in full, and

which may in some little degree modify what I
stated in answer to his question.

BEHRING SEA FISHERIES.

Mr. LAURIER. I would like to ask the right
hon. gentleman whether it is his intention to lay on
the Table the papers connected with the Behring
Sea question ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is not the
present intention to lay them on the Table. We
may be able to do so during the course of the
Session.

Mr. LAURIER. That is very vague.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. When papers
of that kind are referred to in the Speech from the
Throne, the practice always has been to lay them
on the Table as a matter of course. I think Ihave
heard the hon. gentleman insist on our following
this practice, on a former occasion, when we were
on that side, and unless my memory is entirely at
fault, that is the practice always followed in
England.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The subject is
of importance and of course properly should be
alluded to in the Speech from the Throne. My
hon. friend stated that the language was very vague.
The language is vague and purposely vague.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No doubt.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Discussions are
going on at Washington, and I have every reason
to believe, as His Excellency put it, that a satis-
factory solution of that question will be reached.
In the meanwhile it is not in the public interest
that the papers should now be laid on the Table.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Not in the Govern-
ment’s interest.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Wehavemet
unusually early, and I presume the Government
business is in a state of forwardness. I would ask
the Minister of Finance whether he expects to be
able shortly to bring down the Estimates ?

Mr. FOSTER. I expect to have the Estimates
probably about the middle of this week.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the ad-
journment of the House.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 3.40
p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TuEsDAY, 215t January, 1890.
The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o’clock.
PRAYERS.
STANDING COMMITTEES.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN presented the report
of the Special Committee appointed to prepare and
report with all convenient speed, lists of members
to compose the Select Standing Committees ordered
by the House on Thursday, 16th inst., and moved
that that portion of the said report relating to the
Committee on Standing Orders, and to the Print- .
ing Committee, be adopted.
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The Committees are as follows :—
ON STANDING ORDERS.

Messieurs
Bain (Wentworth), McKeen,
Bergeron, Marshall,
Brien, Meigs, .
Burdett, Mills (Annapolis),
Casgrain, Moffat,
Coughlin, Montplaisir,
Coulombe, O’Brien,
Denison, Paterson (Brant),
De St. Georges, Patterson {Essex),
Dessaint, Perry,
Dupont, Porter,
Ferguson (Leeds & Gren. ), Rinfret,
Ferguson (Renfrew), Robertson,
Ferguson (Welland), Smith (Sir Donald),
Gigault, Stevenson,
Gillmor, Sutherland,
Gordon, Thérien,
Jones (Digby), Turcot,
Landerkin, Wilmot,

Langelier (Montmorency), Wilson (Lennox), and
Lavergne, Wood (Brockville).—43.

Macdowall,
And that the Quorum of the said Committee do
consist of Seven Members.

ON PRINTING.
Messieurs
Amyot, Hickey,
Bergin, Innes,
Bourassa, McMullen,
Bowell, Putnam,
Charlton, Somerville,
Davin, Taylor,
Desjardins, Tisdale,
11is, Trow, and

Foster, Vanasse.—19.
Grandbois,

Motion agreed to.
LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved :

That a_Select Committee to be composed of Messrs,
Amyot, Blake, Curran, Chouinard, Cockburn, Colby,
Davies, Davin, Desjardins, Xirkpatrick, O’Brien,
Seriver, Thérien, Weldon (Albert), Weldon (St. John)
and Wright, be agpomted to_assist Mr. Speaker in the
direction of the Library of Parlinment in so far as the
interests of this House are concerned, and to act as mem-
bers of the Joint Committee of both Houses on the Lib-
rary,and that a message be sent to the Senate to acguaint
their Honors therewith, and that the Clerk of the House
do carry the said message to the Senate.

Motion agreed to.

COMMITTEE ON PRINTING.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved :

That a message be sent to the Senate requesting their
Honors to unite with this House in the formation of a
Joint Committee of both Houses on the subject of the
Printing of Parliament; and that the members of the
Select Standing Committee on Printing, namely, Messrs.
Amyot, Bergin, Bourassa, Bowell, Charlton, Davin, Des-
ﬁnﬂns, Ellis, Foster, Grandbois, Hickey, Innes, Mc-

ullen, Putnam, Somerville, Ta{lor, Tisdale, Trow and

80, do act as members on the part of this House on
the said Joint Committee on Printing.

Motion agreed to.
MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD presented a Mes-
sage from His Excellency the Governor General.
Sir Hecror LANGEVIN,

Mr. SPEAKER read the Message, as follows :—

STANLEY OF PRESTON.

The Governor General transmits to the House of Com-
mons, an approved Minute of Council, appointing  the
Right Honorable Sir John Macdonald, G.C.B., Minister
of Railways and Canals, the Honorable Sir Hector Lan-
gevin, K. C. M. G., Minister of Public Works, the Honor-
able John Costigan, Minister of Inland Revenue, and the
Honorable George Eulas Foster, Minister of Finance, to
act with the Speaker of the House of Commons, as
Commisgioners for the purposes and under the provisions
of the 13th Chapter of the Revised Statutes of Canada,
intituled: “ An Act respecting the House of Commons.’

GovervMENT HOUSE,
Orrawa, 21st January, 1890,

FOREIGNERS AND ALIENS.

Mr. TAYLOR moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 8) to prohibit the importation and migration
of foreigners and aliens under contract to perform
labor in Canada.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Explain.

Mr. TAYLOR. This is a Bill intended to pro-
tect the laboring classes of Canada.. It issimilar to
a Bill passed by the Congress of the United States
in 1875 ; it is a copy of the American Bill.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I desire to ask if the
Minister of Justice has considered this Bill, and if
heis of opinion that this House has power to inter-
fere with contracts of this kind ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I have not seen the
Bill.
Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

DEPUTY SPEAKER—CHAIRMAN OF COM-
MITTEES.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. I heard last
night that you, Mr. Speaker, were threatened
with an attack of influenza, and although I gave
notice that to-morrow I would move for the ap-
pointment of a Chairman of the Committees of the
Whole House, with the consent of the hon. gentle-
man opposite (Mr. Laurier), I will move the
motion now.

Mr. LAURIER. I have no objection.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved :

That John Fisher Wood, Esq., Member for the Elee-
toral District of the Town of % ockville, be appointed
Chairman of Committees of the Whole House.

Mr. LAURIER. Mr. Speaker, we, on this side
of the House, have never been quite satisfied that
the office that the hon. gentleman now proposes to
fill was either necessary or even absolutely useful.
But as the House has on two or three different
occasions pronounced differently from our views
on this as on many other subjects, I do not pro-
pose to question the advisability of this policy ; on
the contrary, I look upon it as a settled matter.
As to the choice which the Premier offers to this
House to fill this important office, I must say that
it is altogether acceptable to this side of the
House. f have always considered, and I think
that it is the opinion of the House at large, that
the hon. member for Brockville (Mr. Wood) is a
good species of wood, although I am afraid that it
has been his misfortune to grow in & very un-
healthy camp ; but it is a misfortune so prevalent
in this country that we cannot take it as a cause,
of reproach in this case. I bear testimony that the
hon. gentleman has always bore the character of
being endowed with a calm temper and judicial
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mind, and, I believe, in discharging the important
duties now conferred upon him, he will distribute
equal justice to all, without fear or favor.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. On behalf of the
majority of this House, I thank the hon. gentle-
man for the eordial manner he has spoken of our
recommendation and the manner in which it has
been accepted by the Left.

REPORT.

Report of the Commissioner, Dominion Police,
for the year 1889, under Revised Statutes of
Canada, Chapter 184, Section 5.—(Sir John
Thompson. )

Motion agreed to.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the ad-
journment of the House.

Motion agreed to ; and the House adjourned at
3.30 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
WEDKESDAY, 22nd January, 1890.
The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o’clock.

PRAYERS.

REPORT.

Annual Report of the Department of the
Interior.—(Mr. Dewdney.)

SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the
report of the special committee appointed to report
the list of members to compose the Select Standing
Committees of this House, in so far as it relates to
the following committees, namely : on Privileges
and Klections ; on Expiring Laws; on Railways,
Canals and Telegraph Lines; on Miscellaneous
Private Bills; on Public Accounts; on Banking
and Commerce, and on Agriculture and Colonisa-
tion, be concurred in as follows :—

ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS.

Messieurs

Amyot, Langelier (Montmorency),
Barron, Langelier (Quebec),
Beausoleil, Langevin (Sir Hector),
Blake, Laurier,
Bryson, Lister,
Caron, Macdonald (Sir John),
Casgrain, Mackenzie,
Chapleau, McCarthy,
Colby,* McDonald (Victoria),
Costigan, Meclntyre,

urran, Mills (Bothwell),
Davies, Moncrieff,
Desaulniers, Mulock,
Desjardins, Patterson (Essex),

ickey, Préfontaine,
Edgar, Prior,
Girouard, Riopel,
Hall, Temple,
Hudspeth, Thompson (Sir John),

ves,
Kirkpatrick,
L

an rzy,

upper,
Weldon (Albert), and
Weldon (St. John).—44.

ON EXPIRING LAWS.

Messicurs
Armstrong, Hale,
Audet, Hesson,
Bell, Labrosse,
Cameron, Lang,
Coughlin, LaRuiviére,
Couture, Livingston,,
Daly, MeclIntyre,
Daoust, Putnam,
De St. Georges Ste. Marie,
Doyon, Tyrwhitt,
Ferguson (Renfrew), Ward, and
Freeman, Yeo.—25.

Guillet,
And that the Quorum

of the said Committee do

consist of Seven Members.

ON RAILWAYS, CANALS AND TELE-
GRAPH LINES.
Messieurs
Archibald, Landerkin,
Amyot, Landry,
Armstrong, Lang,

Bain (Soulanges),
Bain (Wentworth),
Baird,
Barnard,
Barron,
Beausoleil,
Béchard,
Bergeron,
Bergin,
Bernier,
Blake,
Boisvert,
Borden,
Bourassa,
Bowell,
Bowman,
Boyle,
Brien,
Brown,
Bryson,
Burdett,
Buruns,
Cameron,
Campbell,
Cargill,
Carling,
Caron (Sir Adolphe),
Cartwright (Sir Richard),
Casey,
Casgrain,
Chapleau,
Charlton,
Choquette,
Chouinard,
Cimon,
Cockburn,
Colby,
Colter,
Cook,
Corby,
Costigan,
Coulombe,
Couture,
Curran,
Daly,
Davies,
Davin,
Davis,
Dawson,
De St. Georges,
Desjardins,

Dessaint,

Langelier (Quebec),
Langevin (Sir Hector),
LaRaviére,

Laurie (Lieut.-Gen.),
Laurier,

Lavergne,

Lépine,

Lister,

Livingston,
Macdonald (Sir John),
Mackenzie,
McCarthy,

McCulla,

McDougald (Pictou),
McDougall (Cape Breton),
McGreevy,

MeclIntyre,

McKay,

McKeen,

McMillan (Vaudreuil),
McMullen,

Madill,

Mara,

Masson,

Massue,

Meigs,

Mills (Annapolis),
Mills (Bothwell),
Mitchell,

Mulock,

Patterson (Essex),
Perley,

Perry,

Platt,

Préfontaine,
Prior,

Purcell,

Rinfret,

Riopel,
Robillard,
Roome,

Ross,

Rykert,

Secarth,

Scriver,

Shanly,

Skinner,

Small,

Smith (Sir Donald),
Smith (Ontario),
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Dewdney, Sproule, Bergeron, McCarthy,
chkmso);l. Stevenson, Bergin, McDouga.ld (Pictou),
Edgar, Sutherland, Blake, McMullen,
i Ferguson (Leeds & Gren.), Taylor, Bowell, Madill, .
Ferg'uson (Welland), Temple, Cameron, IVIIHS (Annapolis),
. Fisher, Thérien, Carling, Mitchell,
Foster, Thompson (Sir John), Caron (Su‘ Adolphe), Moncrieff,
Geoffrion, Tisdale, Cartwright (Sir Richard), Mulock,
Gillmor, Trow, Chaplea, Perley,
Girouard, Turcot, Charlton, R}nfret
Godbout, Tyrwhitt, Colby, Riopel,
Gordon, Vanasse, Costigan, Rykert,
Grandbois, Waldie, Davies, Scarth,
Guay, Wallace, Ellis, Scriver,
Guillet, Ward, Ferguson (Welland), Smith (Ontario),
Haggart, Watson, Foster, Somerville,
Hale, Weldon (Albert), Gillmor, Taylor,
Hall, Weldon (St. John), Grandbois, Tupper,
Hesson, White (Cardwell), Haggart, Wallace,
Hickey, White (Renfrew), Hesson, Welsh,
Holton,. Wilmot, Hickey, White (Cardwell),
Hudspeth, ‘Wilson (Argenteml), Holton, . ‘White (Renfrew),
Innes, Wilson (Elgin), Jones (Halifax), Wilmot,
TIves, Wilson (Lennox), Landerkin, Wood (Brockx ille), and
Joncas, Wood (Brockville), Langelier (Quebec), ‘Wood (Westmoreland).-57.
Jones (Halifax), vood (Westmoreland), Lister,
Kenny, Wright, and And that the Quorum of the said Committee do
Kirkpatrick, Yeo.—166. consist of Nine Members.
ON MISCELLANEOUS PRIVATE BILLS. ON BANKING AND COMMERCE.
Messieurs Messieurs
Aumyot, Joncas, Archibald, Landry,
Armstrong, Jones (Digby), Baird, ang,
Audet, Kenny, Barnard, Langelier (Quebec),
Barnard, Labrosse, Beausoleil, Langevin (Sir Hector),
Barron, Landry, Béchard, Lister,
Bell, Langelier (Montmorency), | Bernier, Lovitt,
Borden, Langelier (Quebec), Blake, Macdonald (Sir John),
Bourassa, Laurie (Lieut. -Gen, ) Borden, Macdonald (Huron),
Brien, Lavergne, Bowell, Macdowall,
Burdett, Lépine, Bowman, Mackenzie,
Campbell, Lovitt, Boyle, McCarthy,
Carpenter, IcCulla, Brown, McDona.Id (Victoria),
Ca.ron (Slr Adolphe), McDougall (Cape Breton), | Bryson, McDougald (Pictou),
Casey, McGreevy, Burns, McGreevy,
Chisholm, Meclntyre, Cameron, McNeill,
Choquette McKay, Cargill, Mara,
Chouinard, MecMillan (Huron), Cartwright (Sir Richard), Masson,
Cochrane, McMillan (Vaudreuil), Casgrain, Massue,
Costigan, Madill, Cimon, Meigs,
Daly, Marshall Cochrane, M1lh (Bothwell)
Daoust, Massue, Cockburn, Mitchell,
Davin, Moffat, Colby, Moncrieﬁ,
Denison, Moncrieff, Colter, O’Brien,
Dickey, Montplaisir, Cook, Paterson (Brant),
Dickinson, Mulock, Curran, Perley,
Edwards, Robillard, Davies, Prefontzune,
Eisenhauer, Rowand, Dawson, Purcell,
Ellis, Seriver, Desjardins, Putnam,
Geofirion, Small, Dickey, Riopel,
Gillmor, Sproule, Dickinson, Robillard,
Girouard, Vanasse, Dupont, Rykert,
e, ‘Ward, Earle, Scarth,
Hickey, ‘Watson, Edgar, Scriver,
Holton, Weldon (Albert), Edwards, Semple,
Hudspeth, Weldon (St. John), Eisenhauer, Sha.nly,
ves, Wilson (Argenteuil), and 1is, Skin
Jamieson, Wright.—74. Fiset, Smlth (Sn' Donald),
And that the Quorum of the said Committee do | Flynn, Sutherland,
consist of Seven Members. Foster, Temple,
reeman, Thérien,
ON PUBLIC ACCOUNTS. Gigault, Thomlpson (8ir John),
. Girouard, ale,
Bain (Soulanges) M"”QZ‘QZ'; 1 (Sir John) Hoggas Vo
in e8), ona) ir John), aggart, anasse,
Baird, Macdonald (Huron), ih Waldie,
Mackenzie, Hesson, Wallace,
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Holton, Weldon (Albert),

Ives, ‘Weldon (St. John),
Jamieson, elsh,

Joncas, White (Cardwell),
Jones (Halifax), White (Renfrew),
Kenny, ‘Wilson (Argenteuil)
Kirk, Wood (Westmoreland),
Kirkpatrick, Wright, and
Landerkin, Yeo.—110.

And that the Quorum of the said Committee do

consist of Nine Members.

ON AGRICULTURE AND COLONISATION.

Messieurs

Armstrong, Guay,
Audet, Guillet,
Bain (Soulanges), Hesson,
Bain (Wentworth), Innes,
Béchard, Joncas,
Bell, Jones (Digby),
Beruier, Kirk,
Boisvert, Labrosse,
Bourassa, Landry,
Bowman, ng,
Brien, Laurie (Lieut.-Gen.),
Bryson, Lépine,
Burdett, Livingston,
Burns, Macdonald {Huron),
Cameron, McChulla,
Carling, MecMillan (Huron),
Carpenter, MecMillan (Vaudreuil),
Chapleau, McNeill,
Chisholm, Mara,
Choquette, Marshall,
Cimon, Masson,
Cochrane, Mitchell,
Coughlin, Montplaisir,
Coulombe, Neveu,
Couture, Paterson (Brant),
Daly, Perley,
Daoust, Perry,
Davin, Platt,
Dauvis, Pope,
Dawson, Putnam,
Desaulniers, Robertson,
Dessaint, Roome,
Dewdney, Ross,
Dickinson, Rowand,
Doyon, Ste. Marie,
Earle, Semple,
Edwards, Smith (Ontario),
Eisenhauer, Sproule,
Ferguson (f‘eeds & Gren.), Stevenson,
Ferguson (Renfrew), Sutherland,
Ferguson (Welland), aylor,
g;szt, "ng’

isher, whitt,
Flynn, Watson,
Gauthier, White (Renfrew),
Gigault, Wilson (Elgin),
Godbout, ‘Wilson (Lennox),
Gordon, Wright, and
Grandbois, Yeo.—98.

And that the Quorum of the said Committee do

consist of Nine Members.
Motion agreed to.

ADULTERATION ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. COSTIGAN moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 9) to amend the Adulteration Act,
Chap. 107, Revised Statutes. He said: The first
object of this Bill is to change the present law
80 that if food or drugs be found in the possession
of any person which on analysis be found to be
adulterated, the cost of such analysis shall be

charged to the owner of such adulterated article.
This Bill when passed will be no tax whatever upon
the honest trader and it proposes merely to make
the vendor of adulterated articles pay the cost of
the analysis. The other amendments are princi-
pally with the object of strengthening the hands of
the department in prosecuting under this Act.
On account of the wording of one section of the
Act, we find a difficulty in proceeding in certain
matters, and to remove that difficulty, the amend-
ment is proposed.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES ACT—THE
DUAL LANGUAGE.

Mr. McCARTHY moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 10) to amend the North-West Territories
Act. He said: In introducing this Bill I think
that perhaps it might be as well that I should
offer some explanation, though I do not think that
any defence or apology is called for on my partin
bringing this matter%:efore the House. It is, how-
ever, necessary that there should be some expla-
nation, because it must occur to us all that it is
most extraordinary that in the North-West Terri-
tories, and so long ago as 1877 an Act should have
been passed in this Parliament whereby the dual
language was imposed upon the Territories; of
course without any consent of theirs, because at
that time there was practically no people in the
Territories to assent, or consent, or dissent from the
proposition. I think it is also requiring of expla-
nation, not, as I say, to move for a repeal of this
clause, but to give some account of how and why it
is we find this clause in the North-West Terri-
tories Act. Now, the history of the matter, as I
understand it, is this: I think it was a year or
two, or perhaps three or four years, before the Act
was passed to which I am about to refer more in
detail, that the North-West Territories were con-
stituted, or, at all events, brought under some kind
or form of government—during the time my hon.
friend the Prime Minister who now leads the
Government and the House was also in the position
he occupies to-day. In 1877, however, when my
hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills) was Minister
of the Interior in the Administration of the hon.
member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie), he brought
in a Bill to amend the North-West Territories Act,
but that Bill as it was introduced into this House
did not contain the clause with regard to the
dual language which I now propose that
the House should expunge. The Bill went
in du€ course to the Senate, and in the Senate
it was amended by the introduction of this clause ;
and, so far as I have been able to ascertdin, there
appears to have been no objection made in that
body to the clause, which was introduced, as I am
told, by an hon. Senator at the instance of the
then leader of the Government in that House, the
Hon. Mr. Scott. I do not pretend to vouch for
that, but I am so credibly informed. I rather
think that that cannot be true, however, because
when the Bill reached this House with these
amendments, and concurrence in them was called
for, my hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills)
seemed to be surprised at the introduction of
this particular clause, and expressed his regret at
it. have extracted from Hansard what he said .
on that subject, and I can hardly imagine that his
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surprise was feigned, or that his astonishment was
not expressed in perfect good faith. Speaking of
the amendment, the hon. member for Bothwell is
reported to have said :

“One of them, he stated, provided for the publication

of the proceedings of the North-West Council in English
and French, and for the use of both languages in the
courts. They had thought that this was a matter which
had better be left to the Council in question, He regrei-
ted that the amendment had been made, but it would be
jmpossible to get the measure through at this late period
in the Session, unless the amendments were accepted,
The action taken by the Senate would add very consider-
ably to the expense. Almost every one in that part of
the country spoke Cree, though some spoke, in a(fdition,
English or French, and, if the proceedings were to
published in the most prevalent language, Cree should be
ehosen for the purpose.’”
With these observations the amendments were
concurred in without any objections being made,
so far as I have been able to see, by any hon. mem-
ber on the floor of this House ;: and I was either
present or ought to have been present, and I there-
fore share in the blame attachable to the proceed-
ings on that occasion. Then, I think it was in the
year 1880, this North-West Territories Act was
again dealt with, and again we find this clause,
which I venture to call an objectionable clause ;
and I believe that on that occasion also it was
passed through both Houses of Parliament without
objection being made by any hon. member on either
side of the House. And finally, last Session, in
the proposition submitted to us by the Government
in the Bill then brought down, the same clause is
to be found ; and although the Bill did not advance
very far, go far as it did go, no objection appears
to have been made to the clause. Now, Sir, all
this may appear, perhaps, to form some good
reason against the proposition I have now the
honor to make. I venture to think, however, that
that is not so. The enactment in question is as
follows :—

“ Fither the English or the French language may be
used by any person in the debates of the sa.ig Council, and
in the proceedings before the courts, and both those lan-
guages shall be used in the records and journals of the
said Counceil, and the ordinances of the said Council shall
be printed in both those languages.”’

Now, I venture to say that if a constitution were
framed for a new country, it would never occur to
any person to do so foolish a thing as to stipulate
for two official languages. I venture to think that,
with the knowledge which there is on the subject
at this time, it never would occur to any person
that it was a proper thing to create or perpetuate,
as the case might be, two official languages; and

et practically that was what was done in that
North-West Act. What is the explanation, Mr.
Speaker, of this extraordinary piece of legislation,
which appears to have been assented to by the
House on three or four different occasions without
objection on the part of any one ? It is not to be
found in the Treaty of Cession, although a very
large number of persons seem to be under the
impression that by the treaty negotiated at the
time this country was ceded to the British Crown,
the right of the i’;nguage was guaranteed to the
French. AsIsay—and the fact cannot be too
widely known or too often repeated—that is not
80. The mistake is one which very generally pre-
vailg ; and on looking at articles on this subject—
articles by very learned men—I have been sur-
prised that this statement has been very generally
made and very generally accepted. But there is

Mr. McCarray.

not a word to be found in the treaty orin the
Articles of Cession anywhere by which the
language was guaranteed to the conquered French.

Mr. AMYOT. Not conquered—ceded.

Mr. McCARTHY. Ceded, my hon. friend says,
although I venture tothink the other expression
is the more correct. But there is not a word to be
found either at the time of the cession or conquest,
or whatever it may be called, which gives any
ground for the statement that the language was
guaranteed to the French inhabitants of this coun-
try. Nor is it to be found in the Act known as
the Quebec Act. That Act went a good deal
further than the treaty, as weall know. The treaty
guaranteed to the French people their religion, and
that so far as the laws of Great Britain permitted ;
but the Quebec Act went much further. It re-
stored to them their laws—the civil laws to' which
they had been accustomed ; and it restored to their
church certain rightsand privileges which are enjoy-
ed to this day ; ‘but it dealt not with this question
of language. Well, the next stage would be per-
haps in 1791, when the Province of Lower Canada
was constituted ; and at the time of the constitu-
tion of that Province the language was not dealt
with either ; though very shortly afterwards, it is
perfectly true as an historical fact, the French
members of the Assembly then constituted did
claim the right, and enforced the right, to use their
language ; and I believe the proceedings were car-
ried on in both languages in that Assembly-—how-
ever, not by any statute law, or by anything more
than a resolution of the Assembly, which had a
perfect right to so resolve and so act. Well, we
come down to the time of the Rebellion and the
Real Union of the Provinces in 1840 by the Act of
that date; and there, so far from the lang-
uage being allowed to the French, as we all
know, consequent on the report of Lord Durham,
who was sent out here to investigate the causes of
the Rebellion—a report which was recognised on
all hands as a most statesmanlike document—that
in Lower Canada, at any rate, it was more a
trouble of race than that of alleged misgovern-
ment, a clause was introduced into the Union Act
of 1841 by which the use of the French languagewas
absolutely prohibited instead of being permitted.
So that the first piece of legislation we have on the
subject is a clause prohibiting the use of the
French language. That was followed in the Par-
liament of the United Provinces by an Address
to the Crown, passed unanimously, I think, in
1844, asking for the repeal of that clause, and ac-
cordingly, in 1848, that clause in the Union Act
was repealed. Now, Sir, I come down to 1867, to
the time of the British North America Act, and
there we find that the dual languages are for the
first time permitted by legislative enactment ; but
the permission is restricted to this Parliament and
to the Assembly and Legislative Council of the
Province of Quebec. It is not at all intended by
that Act, from anything to be gathered from it,
that the use of the dual languages is to be per-
mitted in any of the other Provinces, much less in ~
any Province which did not even then belong to
Canada, and which were acquired afterwards when
the Hudson Bay Company sold us their tertitory
of Rupert’s Land, by which that great country
passed under the Dominion of Canada. There-
fore, there was no legislative warrant for the use
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of the French language in that territory in any
sense, and it is based and founded, if founded
at all, simply on the will of Parliament,
and it ought, therefore, to be based on
some good and sufficient reason. Now, is it,
or is it mot, a matter of importance that the
dual language or the additional French language
should be permitted—I will not say permitted
—should be encouraged and fostered throughout
the Dominion of Canada? If it is a matter of
no importance—and so, perhaps, it was consi-
dered at the time—of course the motion I am
making to Parliament, the Bill I have had the
honor to ask leave to introduce, is an unnecessary
measure, and will no doubt be so received and
dealt with by this House. But in my judgment it
is by no means an unimportant matter. On the
contrary, I think, and I assert here in my place in
Parliament, that there is no more important mat-
ter in the formation of the character of a people
than the language that they speak, and, after all
said and done, I think it will be found that nations
and races are distinguished and are distinctive
more by reason of the language they speak than by
the blood which is common to or supposed to be
common to them all.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Switzerland.

Mr. McCARTHY. I think it would be found
upon an investigation of the subject, and I will
appeal to the very closest investigation upon the
subject, that this is the well-known and accepted
truth. My hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills)
refers to Switzerland or to the Swiss. When the
proper time comes for the discussion of this Bill,
that will certainly be a proper illustration to be dealt
with ; but I think my hon. friend would not, even
if his view were correct, adopt the rule from the
exception. Everyone knows that the use of sev-
eral languages in Switzerland is an exception to
the general rule, and should not be adopted as the
general rule.

Mr. DESJARDINS. Well, well.

Mr. McCARTHY. My hon. friends laugh, and
I hope, when the proper time comes, they will
justify their laughter by something more than
sneers. Before I sit down I will fortify my state-
ment by an authority whose opinions I believe will
be accepted, and certainly cannot be gainsaid. If,
then, as I assert, it is an important matter in the
great question of national life, I would ask my
hon. friends in this House what we are assembled
here for if not for the purpose of promoting
national unity and building up & great country in
the enormous territory we have under our control ?
Is not that the grandest and greatest object that
has been entrusted to us as the representatives
of a people ; and towards that great object are we
dealing truly if we are sowing the seeds of dissen-
is{ipl:is and of future trouble by legislation of this

ind.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. McCARTHY. My hon. friends perhaps will
allow me to proceed quietly because there will be
a full opportunity of debating this subject, and
then I hope there will be a fair hearing given to
all opinions in this House. I'have a right to my
opinion and I intend to maintain it, notwithstand-
ing what my hon. friends may say. Inmy opinion

it is of the greatest importance to endeavor to
make this great country united in fact as we are en-
deavoring to unite it in substance. We are spend-
ing our means, we have spent enormous sums of
money, we have united the Atlantic to the Pacific,
we have spent enormous sums, I say, on the Inter-
colonial Railway to unite the Maritime Provinces
with the heart of the Dominion, but what profits it
if, at the same time, we are passing measures and
promoting legislation which separates and divides
the people into two separate races, or which is per-
petuating that division; which is not only permit-
ting it in the Province of Quebec, but in the new
territories belonging to the Dominion. As a matter of
Hollars and cents, as a matter of mere money, the
acquisitionof the North-West, looked upon asa spec-
ulation, has been a loss, and, except for the purpose
of building up a great nation, which we are willing
to do, there can be mno justification for the ex-
penditure, not only in the acquisition of that great
country, but in the building of those great railways
at enormous expenditure, bringing into the market,
to compete with our farmers, vast quantities of
land, which must diminish the value of theland of
the farmers in the older Provinces, while they are
actually spending their money in the acquisition
of the land which accomplishes this resalt. The
only object we have had in all this has been to
create on the northern part of this continent a
great nationality, to build up a great country, one
that our. descendants would be proud to occupy
and proud to belong to; and.that is the only
justification of the procedure which has been
adopted from first to last since the passing of the
Confederation Act. As I stated before, I will read
from a document which I do not think hon. gen-
tlemen will say does not convey a fair statement
of this question of language. I will read from an
article written by Professor Freeman, in which he
deals with this question in the following words:—

‘¢ And now, having ruled that races and nations,though
largely formed by the working of an artificial law, are
still real and living things, groups in which the idea of
kindred is the idea around which everything has grown,
how are we to define our races and our nations? How
are we to mark them off one from the other? Bearing
in mind the cauntions and qualifications which have been
already given, bearing in mind large classes of excep-
tions which will presently be spoken of, I say unhesitat-
inﬁly that for practical purroses there isone test,and one
only, amd that test is language. We may at least apply
the test negatively. It might be unsafe to rule that all
speakers of the same language have a common nation-
ality, but we may safely say that, where there is not
community of language, there is no common nationality
in the highest sense, As in the teeth of community of
language there may be what for all political purposes are
separate nations, so without community of language
there may be an_artificial nationality, a nationality
which may be good for all political purposes, and which
may engender a common national feeling, still, this is
not quite the same thing as that fuller national unity
which is felt where there is community of language. In
fact, mankind instinctively takes language as the badge
of nationality. We so far take it as the badge that we
instinctively assume community of language as a nation
as the rule, and we set down anything that departs from
that rule as an exception, The first idea suggested by
the word Frenchman, or German, or any other national
name, is that he is a man who speaks French or German
as his mother tongue. We take for granted, in the ab-
sence of anything to make us think otherwise, thata
Frenchman 1s a speaker of French, and that a speaker of
French is a Frenchman.”

I think that will not be denied as a correct
doctrine, but I will further trouble the House with
a'reference from a man very distinguished in this
branch of science, Professor Miiller, who, in his
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lectures delivered before at the Oxford University
Extension meeting, says:

““ It is said that blood is thicker than water, but it may
be said with even greater truth that language is thicker
than blood. If, in the interior of Africa, surrounded by
black men, whose utterances are utterly unintelligible,
we suddenly met with a man who could speak English,
we should care very little whether he was English, or
Irish, or American.” We should understand him and be
able to exchange our thoughts with him. That brings
us together far more closely than if we met a Welshman
speaking nothing but Welsh, or a Scotchman speaking
nothing but Gaelic; or for all that, an Englishman who,
haviog been brought up in China, could speak nothing
Chinese. A common language is a common bond of in-
tellectual brotherhood, far stronger than any s_ugposed
or real community of blood. Common blood without a
eommon language leaves us as perfect strangers.
common language, even without common blood, makes
the whole world feel akin.””

Again, speaking of the other question, the question
of race, a subject of very great interest, a subject
which has been pursued by scientific men up to a
recent period, this seems to be the result. The Pro-
fessor guotes in his lecture from the Director of
the American Bureau of Ethnology, who says:

_“There is a science of anthropology composed of sub-

sidiary sciences, There is a science of sociology, which
includes al] the.ingtitutions of mankind. There is a sci-
ence of philology, which includes the languages of man-
kind. And there is a science, philosophy, which includes
the opinions of mankind. But there is no science of
ethnology, for the attempt to classify mankind in groups
hags failed on every hand.”
There is mno such thing as a Celtic skull any
more than a Saxon skull; no such thing as Celtic
hair any more than Saxon hair. It is only by
langunage and by the community of language, that
men are formed into nations. Finally, speaking of
the whole subject of the science of language, the
professor says:

““These may seem but idle dreams, of little interest to
the practical politician. All T can say is that I wish that
it were so. But my memory reaches back far enough to
make me see the real and lasting mischief for which I
feel the science of language has been responsible for the
last fifty years. The ideas of race and nationality found-
ed on language have taken such complete possession of
the fancy, both of the young and the old, that all other
arguments seem of no avail. Why was Italy united ?
Because the Italian language embodied Italian nation-
ality. Why was Germany united? Because of Arndt’s
song, ‘ What is the German’s Fatherland ?’ and the answer
given, ‘As far as sounds the German tongue,” Why is
Russia so powerful a centre of attraction for the Slavonic
inhabitants of Turkey and Germany ? Because the Ras-
sian language, even though it is hardly understood by
Serviauns, Croatians and the Bulgarians, is known to be
most closgely allied. Even from the mere cinders of
ancient dialects, such as Welsh, Gaelic and Erse, eloquent
;Ligltg;tors know how to fan a new, sometimes a dangerous,

re.
I would just add to that an extract from the re-
port of Lord Durham who dealt with the matter,
not solely from a scientific, but from a prac-
tical point of view. When he was sent here,
as we all know, he was a Liberal of the Lib-
erals, and he was sent here by Lord Melbourne’s
Government for the purpose of investigating
the difficulties and ascertaining what caused the
rebellion in both Upper and Lower Canada. I have
nothing to do at the moment with his report with
regard to the Upper Province, but in his report on
~the Lower Province, he found the rebellion to be
caused mainly, if not altogether, by race difficul-
ties. Whatever else there was, whatever other pre-
judices there were, whatever other causes there
might be, the trouble, when probed to the bottom,
was found to be caused by race difficulties. Now,
it mﬁrbe said that has nothing to do with language,
. McCagTHY.

but when hon. gentlemen take the trouble to pursue
the subject further they will find that when speak-
ing of race, they mean a community speaking the
same language. When you talk of a race you will
find, when you investigate the subject, that the
race is made up, not of men of ome blood,
but of men who have been adopted into the
race, and there are instances of that in the
Province of Quebec. I would like to know whether
the Highland soldiers who were disbanded after the
cession have not been received and adopted by
the French Canadians, and are not now considered as
much French Canadians as those who came from
France a hundred years before that time? That
process is going on constantly. Can you distin-
guish an Englishman who came over at the time of
the Conquest from an Englishman of three or four
centuries earlier ? Or, to come back to more recent
times, is the Frenchman who came over to England
during the time of the troubles, and owing to the
troubles in France, and after a generation or two
changed his name to an English name ; is he to be
distinguished from those who have descended from
a long line of English ancestry ? It is plain, that
what makes the nation is language; and, there-
fore, when one speaks of race, as these distin-
guished writers have done, they meant a com-
munity speaking the same language. But at the
moment I am not dealing so much with that
question, which I will come to by-and-bye, as with
the particular matter of the difficulties in the
Lower Province, and I will quote again from Lord
Durham’s report about this difference of language :

‘“ The difference of language in this respect produces
effects quite apart from those which it has on the mere in-
tercourse of the two races. Those who have reflected on the
powerful influence of language on thought, will perceive
in how different 8 manner people who speak in different
lanﬁuages are apt to think; and those who are familiar
with the literature of France, know that the same opinion
will be expressed by an English and French writer of the
present day, not merely in different words, but in style so
different as to make utterly different habits of thought.
This difference is very striking in Lower Canada ; it exists,
not merely in the books of most influence and repute,
which are, of course, those of the great writers of France
and England, and by which the minds of the respective
races are formed, but it is observable in the writings
which now issue from the Colonial press. The articles in
the newspapers of each race are written in style as widely
different as those of France and England at present, and
the arguments which convince the one are calculated to
a%)pear utterly unintelligible to the other. The difference
of language Erodgces misconceptions yet more fatal even
than those which it oceasions with respect to opinions; it
aggravates the national animoeities, by representing all
the events of the day in utterly different light.”

Now, I venture to think, I have, at all events to
some extent, made good the proposition which T am
dealing with, that is, that language is of great im-
portance, that it is of vital consequence to a nation
that the language spoken by its peoizle should be
common to them all, that they should not, at all
events, be encouraged and trained in speaking
different languages.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Alsace and Lorraine seem
to be exceptions to the rule.

Mr. McCARTHY. Iam glad to see that my
hon. friend, at one time Minister of the Interior, has
changed his views. He regretted the introduction
of the French language in the North-West Terri-
tories at the time he consented to that amendment,
and I give him credit for good faith in that regret.
Certainly circumstances since have not altered in
favor of the policy which my hon. friend seems now
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to have adopted. But I am glad to see that he
stands firmly by the Bill which he fathered. At
all events, on his part there can be no going back,
and he is not accustomed to change any opinion he
has once entertained. Now, I say, what has been
the result in this country? Let hon. gentlemen
remember that when this country was ceded to the
British Crown there was not more than 60,000 or
65,000 French Canadians—I think that number in-
cludes, though I am not quite certain, those who
dwelt on the banks of the Illinois, and who did not
form a part of what is now the Dorninion of Canada.
However thatmay be, instead of encouraging themin
the use of their language, had a policy been pursued
of inducing them—-not by any harsh means at all,
not by any aggravating measures—to speak the
English tongue, I want to know whether to-day,
instead of the difference, the cleavage of race,
which we see going on, and which is
becoming more and more pronounced, . and
which is calculated to rend this Dominion in twain,
if some stop is not put to it—1I would like to know
whether we would see the spectacle that we see
to-day ? I think it is perfectly plain that we
would not see it. I think no injustice would have
been done, and that in one generation, or in two
at most, my hon. friends that now represent the
Province of Quebec, or their ancestors, would have
been speaking English, and would have been
English in fact, English in sentiment, just as much
as those who have gone to the other side of the line,
no matter what country they come from, whether
from Austria, from Italy, from Germany, or any
other country in Europe, have now become assimi-
lated and form part of the American people, not
merely in name but in truth and in fact. Well,
1t is said that this is a matter of no consequence.
Now, I venture to state that Lord Durham did find
it to be a matter of consequence, and as I am
desirous of convineing my hon. friends, if I
possibly can, I want to give authority for what I
say. 1 see there is a good deal of feeling on the
subject, more than I should have expected, but I
assume that my hon. friends are open to reason,
and willing to listen to argument.  Now, Lord
Durham says in his report again :

“1 expected to find a contest between a_government
and a_people ; I found two nations warring in the bosom
of a single state ; I found a struggle, not of principle, but
of race ; and I perceived that it would be idle to attempt
any amelioration of luws or institutions, until we could
first succeed in terminating the deadly animosity that now

separates the inhabitants of Lower Canada into the hos-
tile divisions of French and English.”’

Further down :

‘“We are ready to believe that the real motive of the
quarrel ig something else, and that the difference of
race has slightly and occasionally aggravated dissensions,
which we attribute to some more usual eause. Experi-
ence of a state of society, so unhappily divided asg that of
Lower Canada, leads to an_exactly contrary opinjon.
The national feud forcesitself on the very sense, irresisti-

ly and g@lpa,}._»ly, as the origin or the essence of every
dispute which divides the community ; we discover that
dlssensxous, which appear to have another origin, are but

orms of this constant and all-pervading quarrel, and
every contest is one of French and English in the outset,
or becomes so ere it has run its course.”

Now, I think that, as regards that time, at all
events, Lord Durham’s statement may be taken as
good evidence—and no one would question his
ﬂsrfect impartiality—of what he saw on the spot

ere and reported to his Government. I hear the
First Minister remark that Lord Durham did not
write the report himself. That may be perfectly

true; but a man as competent as Lord Durham
was here—Mr. Buller—who is credited with hav-
ing written the report, and so, whether it is called
Lord Durham’s or Mr. Buller’s report, does not
alter the fact, if fact it was, that such was the re-
sult of their investigation on the spot. But is it
true or not that these things have changed, is all
this matter of language a matter of no moment,
a matter which does not call for investigation in
this House or inquiry by the representatives of the
people ? Why, we have had’ statements made by
the Premier of the Province of Quebec, who leads
a great majority of his fellow countrymen in that
Province, and there is no use denying, and I say it
in the presence of the right hon. gentleman and the
Government that I have hitherto followed, that
there can be no question whatever that Mr. Mer-
cier is to-day the true representative of the French
Canadians of the Province of Quebec. Has he
given any uncertain sound upon this question of
Nationalism ? What means it when he forms a
party and calls it the National party? We have
our National Policy. That was not a policy con-
fined to one Province or one part of the Dominion,
but a policy intended to apply and embrace the
whole Dominion. We know, however, that the
Nationalist party in the Province of Quebec is in-
tended to embrace and consolidate one of the
races, divided by the language

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.

Mr. McCARTHY —and that it has successfully
done so.

Mr. AMYOT. No such thing.

Mr. McCARTHY. I cannot accept the hon.
gentleman’s disclaimer.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). We cannot accept
your assertion.

Mr. McCARTHY. I may be asked what evidence
I produce. I ask what is the meaning of the word
¢“ Nationalist ?”

Mr. AMYOT. I will tell you later on.

Mr. McCARTHY. T shall be glad to have an
explanation, but I must accept the definition of
the word as I find it. Nationalism means French
nationality in that sense. What did Mr. Mercier
say, speaking in the presence of the hon. gentle-
man leading the Opposition in this House, if I am
not misformed—at all events, the hon. gentleman
spoke very shortly after him.

Mr. LAURIER. I spoke for myself.

Mr. McCARTHY. I said Mr. Mercier spoke in
your presence. I am only stating what Mr.
Mercier said.

Mr. LAURIER. You do not expect me to ac-
cept your statement.

Mr. McCARTHY. I am going to do justice te
the hon. gentleman, and say that he disclaimed it.
Now, what did Mr. Mercier say ?

““To-day the rouge and the blue should give place to
the tri-color. They must be united if they wish to make
their nationality powerful. ”’

Mark the words—* their nationality.” Perhaps
these words do not mean what they appear to say :

‘It was a triumph for the National cause.’’

It does not need an explanation from the hon.
gentleman, who, I believe, is a warm supporter
of Mr. Mercier in provincial affairs,
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“For the sake of their nationality, for the sake of
their religion, they must be united.”
Who must be united ?

““ The strength of the Fronch Canadian people lay in

the union of the people with the clergy. By coupling
the name with Jesuit hero, Brebeeuf, wi%g the immorta
Jacques Cartier they said to their insualters, it is useless
to imagine that we will ever cease to be French and
Catholic. This monument declares that after a century
of separation from our ancient mother we are still
French ; more than that, we will remain French and
Catholic.”
Is there any doubt about these words? What
is meant by ‘‘National ?” These words were said
in the presence of the hon. gentleman who
leads the Opposition in this House, as he does not
deny, and he allowed them to pass without rebuke.
I quite admit that when the hon. gentleman spoke
he made no such declaration of policy in his own
bebalf, and when he delivered himself afterwards in
Toronto—perhaps it would have been better if he
had said it in Quebec—he stated that he for one was
not in favor of French nationality. There is no
doubt, at all events, as to what was meant by the
hon. gentleman who leads the'Local Government
in the statement which called forth in Toronto a
disclaimer from the leader of the Opposition in
this House. But the hon. gentleman will remember
that when he went back to his Province he was not
warmly greeted for this frank and rather liberal
declaration which he  made in the Pavilion at
‘Toronto.

Mr. LAURIER. Do not pander to party pre
judice.

Mr. McCARTHY. When the hon, gentleman re-
turned he threw himself into an election then
pending, and the result (I should like the hon.
gentleman to explain, if the result was due to any
other cause,) was that the majority of the candi-
date for the seat of the late Capt. Labelle was
very much increased, the position not being appre-
ciably changed except by this declaration, which
was not received with favor by the press of Quebec,
or a portion of the press of that Province. Isitnot
perfectly true also, that a large section of that
press, more or less influential, having, I believe, an
influence quite as great perhaps as any newspapers
are supposed to possess, spoke out on this subject
with no uncertain sound. Let me read to the
House, what is perfectly well known to the mem-
bers of the Province of Quebec, what La Veérité
said on more than one occasion. We gather
the signs of the times from newspaper articles and
from the declarations of public men. I may per-
haps be belittling Mr. Mercier by reading news-
Eaper extracts in attempting to bolster up that

on. gentleman, but that newspaper makes such a
declaration that I cannot
That journal says :

““But guch was not, is not, never will be, the desire of
French Canadians. i,‘or us, Confederation was arfciﬂigeﬂ?e
jmeans to an end. Itis s means of enabling us to dwell
in peace with our English peighbors, whilst safe guard-
ing our rights, developing our resources, strengthening
us, and making us ready for our national future, Let us
8ay it boldly—the ideal of the French Canadian people is’
not the ideal of the other races which to-day inhabit the
land our fathers subdued for Christian civilisation. Our
ideal is the formation here, in thig corner of the earth,
watered by the blood of our heroes, of a nation which
shail dper orm on this continent the part France has
played so long in Europe. Our a;puatwu ig to found a
nation which, socially, shall profegs the Catholie faith
and speak the French language. That is not, and cannot
be, the aspiration of the other races. To say, then, that
all the groups which constitute the Confederation are

Mr. McCarraY.

pass it without remark.

animated by one and the same aspiration, is to ntter a
sounding phrase without political or historical meaning,
For us the present form ot government is not, a.lgd cannot
be, the last word of our national existence. It is merely
a road towards the goal which we have in view, that ig
all. Let us never lose sight of our own national destiny.

1| Rather let us constantly prepare ourselves to fulfil it

worthily at the hour decreed by Providence, which cir-
cumstances shall reveal to us. Our whole history proves
that it is not to be a vain dream, a mere Utopia, but the
end which the God of nations has marked out for us. We
have not been snatched from death a score of times; we
have not multiplied with a rapidity truly prodigious; we
have not wrought harvests of resistance and of peaceful
conquest in the eastern townships and in the border
counties of Ontario; we have not absorbed many of the
English and Scotch gettlements planted among us in
order to break up our homogenity ; we have not put forth
all these efforts, and seen them erowned with success, to
g0 :Ltng perish miserably in any all-Canadian arrange-
ment.

I could multiply quotations of this kind ; but per-
haps La Presse is a paper which may be said to
speak with more authority, and I may give a
quotation from it. I find, however, that I have not
a quotation from that paper here. My hon. friend
will perhaps remember it sneeringly alluded to the
fact that the people were astonished at his observ-
ation, they could not accept it, they could not
credit it, and instead of cheering it they merely
said ¢ hear, hear,” being induced to do so by aston-
ishment, but such was not the views or the policy
of the French Canadian people. Now I have en-
deavored to show to the House so far, that this is not
merely a sentimental matter but that it is a matter
of practical politics and a matter which must be dealt
with. I have endeavored to show that as early as
the years 1837-38 it was then recognised as being
the great cause of trouble in the Province of Que-
bec. I think I have also successfully shown (I
do not think, in fact, I needed to have shown it,
because it is familiar to us all) that these difficulties
exist at present, and that now that the French
race, or those who speak the French language,
to be more accurate, have attained to a consider-
able numerical strength, their ambition is rising
in proportion, and the difficulties which ought to
have been foreseen long ago are now upon us and
must be dealt with, at all events, as far as our
new Territories are concerned, and that we must
not allow the same difficulties to arise in that part
of the Dominion. But if T have given the views of
those within the Dominion, let me draw attention
also to the views which are also entertained on
this question outside of the Dominion by impartial
spectators. I am not going to read from any
journals that are hostile to the French Canadians,
because I know that my quoting them as authority
would produce no effect upon those whom I am
very anxious indeed should very seriously consider
this question. There ought to be no such differences
between the English and French Canadian mem-
bers of this House. There ought to be no differences
on the subject between those who come from the
Province of Quebec and speak in the French
language, their mother tongue, and those who
come from the other Provinces of the Dominion,
and who speak the English language.  If, in truth
and fact it is in the interests of this Dominion,
that there should be one race, one nationality and
one national life, it is the duty of all of us to strive
to bring about that result. I am now about to quote
from a paper, from a Catholic journal, which was
introduced to this House last Session by my hon.
friend the Minister of Justice. I confess I did not
hear of it before, but no doubt it has now become
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historical. It is called The Month. Dealing
with this difficulty with the French language in
Canada in the year 1885, the writer speaks as
follows :—

‘““While freely admitting that the French Canadian is
behind his English-speaking neighbor not only in farm-
ing, but in commerce, trade and all kindred branches,
we must not take for granted everything that this same
English-speaking neighbor says of him. One of the
most striking and curious things in the social life of
Lower Canada is the latent hate which the French and
English-speakiog races have for each other. It isasad
thing to say, but truth requires that it should be said,
that English-speaking people, no matter whether they
are English, Irish or Scotch, have rarely a good word for
their French neighbors; and it isstill sadder and more
unaccountable that of all those English-speaking ﬁeople,
the Irish are those between whom and the French there
seems to be the least rapport and the greatest enmity.

An hon. MEMBER. Do you believe that ?

Mr. McCARTHY. This journal was accepted
as a good authority last Session. I am reading
from the same authority as my hon. friend the
Minister of Justice quoted last Session.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That was twelve

months ago.
Mr. McCARTHY. The article goes on to say :

““If the French Canadians were not Catholies, if they
were not the people of all others whom the Irish are sup-
posed to love, one might not be so puzzled over this
social enigma.”

It goes on to give reasons or to account in some
way for this cause of the hatred being greater be-
tween the Irish and the French, than between the
French and any other nationality, and says:

““ The preservation of the French langnage in Canada
seems to be the wost absorbing subject at present, not
only in that country, but in France, and public opinion
in both countries seems somewhat divided about it. All
Frenchmen, and most Canadians of French extraction,
are as one as_to the absolute necessity of preservin,
their language in America ; but how is it to be done?
The best way would, of course, be to annex Canada to
France; but that is not to be thought of, One thing is
certain, and that is that_in spite of the wonderful
tenacity with which the French have stuck to _their
languﬁg’? in Canada, there are signs that it is losing
ground.

Sir JOHN A.@IACDONALD. I do not see that.

Mr. McCARTHY. Neither do I; but that is
the opinion of this writer. Finally, the writer in
The Month says : :

“It would appear as if the French Government has

become fully aware that the French language in Canada
is in danger, and that steps have been taken to bring
about a more cordial and general intercourse between
the French-speaking people on both sides of the Atlantic.
This can done in many ways, but in no way more
effectually than by close commercial relations.”
In another article it gives my hon. friend the Sec-
retary of State credit for the endeavor he has made
to bring about that good feeling between France
and the Feople of the Province of Quebec, which
good feeling up to that time was not to be discov-
ered. I have read these extracts from 7he
Month, which I thought would be accepted as
undoubted authority, having been quoted before in
this House by the Minister of Justice, and I now
propose to read from the Catholic World, published
in New York, and from its publication in the year
1885 I make the following extracts :—

* The growing power and importanee of the French in
Canada is the cause of the annexation feeling now taking
root in Ontario and Nova Scotia. It is felt by all sections
of Canadians that the connection with England must be
severed, but the dread the Frenoh entertain towards
annexation and the English towards independence pre-
vents the sundering of the fragile tie.”’

An hon. MEMBER. You don’t believe that.

Mr. McCARTHY. I hear my hon. friend say
that I do not believe that. Sir, I have heard that
argued over and over again, and it is not very long
ago since I heard a gentleman, who was a distin-
guished member of this House, say it was the only
remedy for the existing condition of things—that
gentleman said that the only remedy was to swamp
my hon. friends from the Province of Quebec in the
great American Confederacy.

Mr. LAURIER. Are you then an Annexation-
ist ?

Mr. McCARTHY. Not by any means. I do not
at all concur in that, Mr. Speaker. I think that
within the lines of the Conmstitution and in this
Dominion of Canada this question can, will and
must be settled, but I think that if that question
is not settled considerable difficulties, as I have
said, must arise,

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It is settled.

Mr. McCARTHY. The article in the Catholic
World, to which I refer, commences by this :

“ We are Englishmen speaking the French language,”
said the late Sir George Cartier, the_colleague and close
personal friend of Sir John A. Macdonald.”

And the article goes on to explain that the result
of that statement made by that distinguished
Canadian statesman was :

““Before this he was the undisputed leader of the
French Canadian element in Canada; three years later
he was unmercifully beaten at the polls for Montreal East,
by an obscure young lawyer by the name of Jetté. The
crushing defeat was the French Canadian way of punish-
ing Sir George for his ultra-loval speech and the misre-
presentation it embodied. Not that French Canadians
are not well affected to the Empire as things go ; only it
must be understood they are well affected as French
Canadians.” .

I would just ask the House to allow me to trouble
them with another extract.

Mr. BERGERON. Is it another religious
book ?

Mr. McCARTHY. I will not further trouble
the House with quotations. I have endeavored at
all events to make good my statements, that both
from within and from without the general opinion
prevails that this question has come to the point
where it is likely to cause further differences, as it
has already caused differences in the Dominion. I
come back now, Sir, to the North-West Territories.
I am not attempting here, and hon. gentlemen
know that, at all events in this form of motion, I
could not attempt in any wa,%qto interfere with
any rights under the British North America Act
which are guaranteed to the French Canadians of
the Province of Quebec, and to the French Cana-
dians in this Parliament. I am treating, Sir, of
what this Parliament is competent to deal with.
I am treating of the question of the dual langunage
of the North-West Territories. I hold im my
hand, though it has not been yet presented to the
House, a petition from the Legislative Assembly of
thé North-West Territories. Where that petition
is I cannot say : whetheritis in the hands of the
Government, whether it is to be brought before
the House, whether it has been sent to Mr.
Speaker, or where the petition is I cannot
say ; but, that the Legislative Assembly of the
North-West Territories did, at their last ses-
sion' discuss this question and pass the following .
resolution on the subject, by what was practically

»
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an unanimous vote, there can be no doubt. That

petition of the Legislative Assembly of the North-

West is as follows k—

* Address to the Honorable the House of Commons of
Canada, in Parliament Assembled, adopted by the
Legislative Assembly of the North-West Territories,
on Monday, 28th October, 1889.

“The petition of the Legislative Assembly of the
North-West Territories in Session assembled, humbly
sheweth :—

“That, whereas by Section one hundred and ten of
‘The North-West Territories Act’ it is enacted that
¢ Bither the English or the French language may be used
by any person in the debates of the Legislative As-
sembly of the Territories and in the proceedings before
the Courts; and both these languages shall be used in
the records and journals of the Assembly, and all Ordi-
nances made under this Act shall be printed in both
these langnages.’ i .

““ And, whereas this Assembly is of the opinion that the
sentiment of the people of the North-West Territories is
against the continuance of the section recited, on the
grounds that the needs of the Territories do not demand
the official recognition of a dual language in the North-
West or the expenditure necessitated hy the same.

‘“ And, whereas this Assembly is also of the opinion
that sound public policy demands the discontinuance of
two official languages 1n the North-West ;

‘“ Wherefore your petitioners humbly pray :

‘¢ That your Honorable House may be pleased to pass
an Act repealing said section one hundred and ten of
said Act. .

“And as in duty bound your petitioners will ever

pray.’”’
Not only, Sir, was this petition thus with almost
practical unanimity resolved upon, but I am
informed, and I believe the fact to be, although I
have not examined it, that every newspaper pub-
lished in the North-West has declared in favor of
the abolition of the dual languages—every paper
which has referred to the subject, I mean. One
distinguished paper, the Regina Leader, I believe,
has not yet thought it a subject worthy of notice ;
but almost every other paper has pronounced in
favor of abolition. So that we bave practically
the unanimous opinion of the people of that terri-
tory. Now, are we going to perpetuate this sys-
tem of things ? Are we going to permit it to grow
into what might be called a vested right, so that
by-and-bye a French Canadian can urge, and with
some degree of truth, I have left my own home
in the Province of Quebec and have gone and
settled in the North-West Territories, relying on
the faith of an Act of Parliament by which it was
said I should be allowed to have my language.” Is
it, or is it not, a matter which we ought to deal
with, and deal with promptly ? Sir, I have nothing
further to add on the general question. I will only
say, in conclusion, that while I have thought it
right at this early stage to make a statement of
the reasons which have actuated the course I am
taking, I desire here, as 1 have done elsewhere, to
disclaim any feeling of hostility of any kind against
the French Canadian race or their representatives in
this House. I desire to say that I have no such
feeling.

Mr. BERGERON. Thank you.

Mr. McCARTHY. My only desire is to pro-
mote the welfare of us all, and I think our truest
interest will be found in trying to create and build
up in this country one race with one national life,
and with a language common to us all.

Mr. LARIVIERE. (Translation.) I have listened
to, with more curiosity than interest, Mr. Speaker,
the speech which has just been made by the hon.
member for Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy). I must con-

Mr, McCarTHY,

fess that I have been astonished, and that in no
slight degree, at seeing an Ontario member arro-
gate to himself the right of coming here, into this
House, and asking for amendments to the Act
erecting the North-West Territories. It is thought
good to make an attack upon a right which is very
dear to us, to all of us French Canadians — a.
right which we possess under the British made
constitution which governs us. And what aston-
ishes us still more, connected with the means em-
ployed to-day, is that they begin by attacking a
handful of Métis scattered thronghout the North-
West Territories, with the object of crushing them
out. I think this is a cowardly act, an act of cow-
ardice which we must oppose with all our powers.
To what end is all this exertion made? Why,—
if sincerity exists,—if this French language ought
no longer to be spoken in Canada,—why do they
not attack its use throughout the whole Dominion
of Canada ; why do they not endeavor to prohibit
its use universally, instead of proceeding to attack,
as 1 have just said, a handful of French Canadians,
away off yonder, who cannot defend themselves;
but who count upon us to be their defenders ? Ido
not intend, Mr. Speaker, to follow the hon. mem-
ber throughout the speech which he has just
delivered ; I shall only animadvert upon certain
passages. He stated, among other things, that the
language of a people is the foundation of its nation-
ality. I ask myself, if this idea is correct, how
does it happen that in the Islands of Jersey and
Guernsey, which have been English possessions for
more than two hundred years, they have preserved
the French language,—that the French language
only is spoken,—and that that language is the only
one recognised officially? How comes it that in
the Island of Saint Lucie and the other islands in
the Antilles which happen to be British possessions,
the French language is spoken? Is this merely a
privilege which the peoples of these places have ar-
rogated to themselves ; or is it not rather a privi-
lege granted by the British Crown, by the laws,
and by the coustitution of these countries that the
mother tongue of the inhabitant®is allowed them.
So that the power which we possess, we French
Canadians, of using our mother tongue is no unpre-
cedented concession ; it is not a right possessed ex-
clusively by the French Canadian subject, but it is.
a right which belongs to subjects in other colonies
of the Empire. The hon. member has observed
that it is only in Switzerland where the use of two.
languages is permitted. I think that if he had
studied history he would have found that in other
countries likewise the use of two distinct and dif-
ferent languages is sanctioned. In Belgium, among
others, two languages are allowed ; French is the
official language, even though the public docu-
ments and papers are printed and published in
Flemish. So that Canada forms no peculiar ex-
ception. The strongest position of the hon. mem-
ber for Simcoe rests upon the celebrated report of’
Lord Durham, or supposed to be that of Lord
Durham. All my fellow countrymen know what.
this report is worth. It was not prepared with
the object of favoring the population oiP this coun-.
try ; it was not drafted in tge interests of those:
who then dwelt in Lower Canada ; but it was pro-
jected with the aim of Anglicising and of being able-
to persecute the population which then dwelt in
the land, to the benefit of the immigration which
had come out to possess it. Under such circum-~
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stances is it allowable to make use of this report
in order to support the attempt which they are at
this moment making adversely to our interests?
Those who take advantage to-day of this report
are worthy successors of him who prepared it. I
must here remark, Mr. Speaker, that there exists
a false impression about the history of this country.
They wish to treat us as if we were a conquered
people, whereas Canada was not conquered but was
ceded to England under the terms o(f1 a treaty, In
this treaty it is provided that our religion, our
laws, and our customs as they existed at the time,
should be protected, and I ask myself whether it
cannot be affirmed to-day, that within these con-
ditions and terms is included the conservation of
our mother tongue, which we spoke at that time
and which we still speak. From such reasoning
it results that when the hon, member for Simcoe
states that there was no such guarantee in the
treaty,—that is to say the guarantee of the use of
our language,—I can tell him his statement is
false. The gravest insult that can be offered to us
in the course of this discussion, which has hardly
yet opened in this House; is that men should
wish to have our enemies believe that because we
do not use the English language habitually we are
not loyal subjects of Her Majesty. They attack
us on this line when taxing us with disloyalty.
Well, when we see what our ancestors did when
the time had come to defend the fromntier, can it
not be fairly said that they showed themselves
quite as loyal if not more loyal than our fellow
subjects of British origin ? Can it be that people
have forgotten the celebrated battles which we
fought against our powerful neighbors the
Americans ? And if Canada still remains a British
possession, to whom does England owe its retention
if not to the French—but still loyal—population
of the Province of Quebec. No, Mr. Speaker, in
the present state of affairs they have thought it
expedient to endeavor to exite prejudices in order
{)erha,ps to avenge the defeat which they suffered
ast year in another matter; butonthis question, as
on every other where our laws and our religion are
attacked, I believe that we shall remain unmoved;
and more particularly, that we shall defend in this
House, as is but our duty, against the attacks this
day attempted to be made against them, the few
men of our own race who are scattered throughout
the North-West country.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Bill intro-
duced is in terms of very great importance, and of
course we can weigh it with reference to its effect
on the North-West. But the line of argument my
hon. friend has taken raises questions of such a
nature, his whole line of argument is of such a
kind, as to involve most serious and grave questions
—80 wve that I think we must take full time to
consider what his arguments are, what they tend
to, in what direction they lead, and what conse-
quences may follow if the measure is persisted in.
1, therefore, Sir, would hope that the discussion
would end here—that the Bill should be allowed to
be read the first time, and that after we have. an
opportunity of reading the carefully prepared
speechwof my hon. friend, we may, on the second
reading, have an opportunity of discussing thisim-
portant, this very grave question in all its bearings.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. May I be allowed, not to
enter into a discussion of this question, but—as

my hon. friend from Simcoe has quoted the author-
ity of a great name, a great statesman and writer
—only to cite one authority which I suppose will
be accepted by himself and the whole House, as it
has already been accepted by the whole country.
A great statesman, at the time of the Union, wrote
these words which have never been forgotten in
this country :

‘I must, moreover, confegs that I for one am deeply
convinced of the impolicy of all such attempts to dena-
tionalise the French. Generally speaking they produce
the opposite effect from that intended, causinﬁ the flame
of national prejudice and animosity to burn more
fiergely. But suppose them to be successful, what would
be the result? You may perhaps Americanise, but, de-
pend upon it, by methods of this description_you will
never Anglicise the French inhabitants of the Province.
Let them feel, on the other hand, that their religion,
their habits, their prepossessions, their prejudices if you
will, are more considered and respected here than in
other portions of this vast continent, who will venture to
say that the last band which waves the British flag on
American ground may not be that of & French Canadian.”’
These words were those of the noble Lord Elgin,
and I ask my hon. friend to read them and to
meditate upon them.

Mr. McCARTHY. I have read them.

Mr. LAURIER. I did not understand my hon.
friend from Simcoe, in his opening remarks, to say
that he expected that this question would be
debated at this stage of his Bill. Iunderstood, on
the contrary, that he expected that it would be
debated, as is usual in this House, only on the
second reading. This is our customary practice,
and, therefore, perhaps, the hon. gentleman will
permit me to tell him that it would have been:
preferable if he had not introduced in his re-
marks a good deal of controversial matter, which
is gquite debatable, no matter what stand is taken
on the Bill. The hon. gentleman must allow that
a man may be infavor of his Bill, and not agree with
a good deal that he has said. For my own part,
Sir, I do not propose at this stage to express an
opinion on the Bill which he has presented. I
reserve that for the second reading. I propose to
follow in this instance the very safe practice
which has always been followed in this House,
of not expressing an opinion on a Bill, even if the
tenor of it be well known in advance, until it has.
been placed in the hands of all members, and until
they have read it and can form a mature judgment
upon it. There is a good deal that I would per-
sonally take exception to in the hon. gentleman’s
remarks. I will not do so to-day; but the hon.
gentleman will permit me to give him a piece of -
information as to which he appears to be in
obscurity. He wants to know what was the
cause that the Liberal candidate was defeated in
the County of Richelieu. So far as my informa-
tion goes, I have always understood that the cause
g:ka thg bank notes of the defunct Mechanics

Mr. McCARTHY. May I be permitted, Mr.
Speaker, to say that I am sorry if I have intro-
duced what my hon. friend calls controversial
matter. I deliberately adopted the course I have-
taken in making my statement, which I endeavored
to make as impartial and fair as possible, on the
introduction of the Bill. I understood it to be the
English practice, and I think it is the fair practice.
I have made my statement now and hon. gentlemen
have an opportunity of considering it before the-
second reading, " then I shall have an oppor-
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tunity of defending my position in answer to th
-objections that may then be made. -

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

CUSTOMS DUTY ON MEAT.

Mr. MARSHALL asked, Is it the intention of
the Government at the present time toincrease the
duty on mess pork or meat of any kind coming in-
to Canada?

Mr. FOSTER. This is. a question which it
would be inadvisable to answer at the present time,
as it is in regard to tariff matters.

INSPECTOR OF FISHERIES FOR PRINCE
EDWARD ISLAND.

Mr. PERRY asked, Have the Government ap-

pointed an Inspector of Fisheries for Prince
. Edward Island in the stead of Col. John H. Duvar ?

If yes, who is he? What is the date of the ap-
pointment ? and at what salary ?

Mr. TUPPER. Mr. Edward Hackett was ap-
pointed, on the 1st July last, Inspector of Fisheries
for Prince Edward Island, at a salary of $800 per
annum, :

IMPORTED FLOUR AND WHEAT.

Mr. CAMPBELL asked, How many barrels of
flour have been entered for consumption in Canada
during the six months ending on 31lst December
last, with amount of duty paid on the same? Also,
how many bushels of wheat were entered during
the same time for consumption, and amount of
duty paid on same? Also, number of barrels of
cornmeal entered for consumption during the same
period, and amount of duty collected on same ?

. Mr. BOWELL. The number of barrels of flour
entered for consumption in Canada during the six
months ending on the 3lst December last, was
108,408 barrels, and the duty collected on the same
was $54,204. Those figures, however, do not include
the return from British Columbia for the three
months ending the 31st December last, for the reason
that they have not yet been received. The returns
showing the different descriptions of grain are
only received quarterly, and, as a number of the
ﬂ)rts have not yet forwarded their reports for the

st two quarters, answers to the last two ‘questions
cannot be accurately given now.

BAR AT THE MOUTH OF THE THAMES.

Mr. CAMPBELL asked, Whether it is the in-
tention of the Government to complete the work
of removing the bar at the mouth of the River
Thames, in the County of Kent, Ontario, as soon
as the weather will permit in the spring ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The Gowernment
have not as yet considered this question.

NORTH SHORE RAILWAY.
Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec) moved for :

Copies of all correspondence between the Government
and the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, or between
the Government and the Board of Trade of Quebec, or
-other public bodies or persons, as well as all other
documents, respecting the debentures of the North Shore
Railway Company.

He said : Every hon. member of this House knows
that in the year 1875, the Government of the Pro-
Mr. McCarryy.

vince of Quebec undertook the construction of a rail-
way from Quebec to Ottawa, which was then called
the Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa and Occidental Rail-
way. That railway was completed in 1879. In 1880,
the Government of the Province took possession of
the road, and undertook the management of the
same. In 1882, when the Hon. the Secretary of State
was Prime Minister of the Province of Quebec, the
railway in question was sold—one portion, that
between Ottawa and Montreal, to the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company, and the other section,
that between St. Martin’s Junction, in the County
of Laval, and the city of Quebec, to a company
which was constituted by the same Act, which
authorised the sale of the railway. By that Act,
the company, which was known as the North Shore
Railway Company, was empowered to issue de-
bentures at the rate of $25,000 per mile over the
whole length of the railway. Acting on the
powers contained in that Act, the North Shore
Railway Company issued debentures to the amount
of about one and three quarter millions, in round
numbers. I do not pretend to give the exact
figures, but that was about $he amount. I under-
stand that a portion of these debentures was
handed over to the Government of Quebec as col-
lateral security for the obligation entered into by
the company with the said Government of Quebec
for the payment of the price of the railway. AsI
understand, half a million was paid cash, but the
rest, three millions and a-half, is still due to the
Government of Quebec. Of the total amount of de-
bentures issued some $1,108,000 was given as
collateral security by the company to the Bank of
Montreal. At the time of the sale of the railway
to the North Shore Railway Company, a great deal
of opposition was shown to the scheme of the
Government, not only by the members of the
then Opposition, but also by a great many
supporters of the Government of which my hon.
friend the Secretary of State was then the head.
That opposition from his own friends was stopped,
in a large measure, by the representations which
were made—that that was the only way to prevent
the railway from going into the hands of the Grand
Trunk Railway Company. That sale took place in
1882, and not later, I think, than February, 1883,
the same railway was sold to the Grand Trunk-
Railway Company. I do not mean to say that the
line of the railway was sold, but an agreement was
entered into by the North Shore Railway Com-
pany, which was then represented by the late
Senator Senecal, and the Grand Trunk Railway
Company, by which the stock of the former com-
pany was transferred to certain parties reﬁresent-
ing the interest of the Grand Trunk Railway
Company. The Grand Trunk Railway Company
then took possession of the railway, and what
was the result ? The city of Quebec had subscribed
a large sum, a much larger sum than it could
relatively afford, if we consider the needs of the
city of Quebec. That subscription amounted to
$1,000,000. In order to help the constrnction' of
the North Shore Railway the city of Quebec
made this immense sacrifice, 80 as to secure a rival
line between that city and Montreal. After the
line was sold to the Grand Trunk Railway, that
rivalry for which the city of Quebec had paid so
much ceased altogether to exist. Not only that
rivalry ceased to exist, but an arrangement was
entered into by the Grand Trunk Railway and the
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Richelieu and Ontario Navigation Company, which
was then controlled by the same syndicate, by
which Quebec was put under the control of a
monopoly ruinous to its trade. There was no more
cempetition at all between the different lines of
steamboats and railroads, but the whole was con-
ducted as under one management.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. And the rates were lower
than ever before.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I donotsay what
the rates were, but I mention, as a fact which can-
not be denied, that Quebec was worse off than she
has ever been before. There is another fact. A
good many members of this House were also mem-
bers of the House in 1885 when the present Gov-
ernment brought down their resolutions for the
construction bf the so-called Short Line. 1 may
say, in passing, that it has now been proved that
not only was it not the shortest and best line, as it
was represented to be by the Minister of Public
Works who expounded the policy of the Gov-
ernment, but it is now established that there is a
much better and a shorter line through our own
country than the line which was then adopted. It
was pretended, at that time, that it was necessary
to cross American territory and to expend millions
of our own money to build a railway in the United
States, because we had to build the shortest line.
It is now proved that it was not the most advan-
tageous for the country, but it was the most ad-
vantageous line for the then Minister of Railways.
It was a bitter pill for the friends of the Govern-
ment from the district of Quebec to swallow, and
in order to sweeten the pill the Minister of Public
Works, by the same series of resolutions, proposed
to give a subsidy of a million and a half to secure
to the Canadian Pacific Railway access to sthe
Harbor of Quebec. I admit at once that a large
portion was voted previously, but a million and
a half was voted as compensation to Quebec and to
give satisfaction to the city of Quebec. It was
stated that that million and a half was to be ex-
pended in order to give Quebec the advantage of
the Canadian Pacific Railway, to enable that road
to reach the city of Quebec. The hon. gentleman
in charge of the Government resolutions explained
clearly what he intended to do. He stated that if
the Grand Trunk Railway would not consent to
transfer the North Shore Railway to the Govern-
ment, in order that the Government might transfer
it to the Canadian Pacific Railway, another line
would be built parallel with the North Shore Rail-
way. But a million and a half was voted on that
representation ; and then it was stated further
by the Minister of Public Works that a million
and a half would be expended not only for securing
control of the North Shore Railway, but in
order to put it in a working condition, to
repair some of the bridges, and, in a word,
to give us, not an imaginary communication with
the Canadian Pacific Railway, but a real com-
munication. But this is the fact that I wish
to make clear: The Government entered into
an agreement under that law, first, with the
Grand Trunk Railway on the 19th September,
1885. Aeting under the legislation of tge previ-
ous Session the Government made an agreement
with that road by which the whole stock of
the company was transferred to the Government

with the understanding that it was to be tramns--

ferred immediately by the Government to the
Canadian Pacific Railway ; and this was done. On
the very same day another agreement was entered
into between the Government and the Canadian
Pacific Railway by which the railway and its fran-
chises were transferred to the Canadian Pacific
Railway. I wish to call the attention of the House
to clavse 3 in that agreement, and which is number
35 of the Sessional Papers of 1886. Clause 3 of the
agreement reads as follows :—

“In consideration of the Fremisqs, the Government
agree to apply and use part of the said sum of one million
five hundred thousand dollars, to wit, the sum of nine-
hundred and seventy thousand dollars, in aid of the said
company in acquisition of the said railway, in the follow-
ing manner, that is to say:—In the event of the net
receipts of the operation of the said railway, after paying
the operating expenses thereof, proving insufficient to
meet the interest on the first mortgage bonds of the said
North Shore Railway Company, including those held by
the Government of Quebec ag eollateral security for the
balance of the price of the said railway, the Government
will apply the interest on the said sum of nine hundred and
seventy thousand dollars, at the rate of four per cent. per
annum, in whole or in part, as may be required, towards
the payment of the deficiency. But if, or when after pay-
ment of all such deficiencies, the net receipts of the said
railway, as aforesaid, shall be sufficient to {)ay the interest
on the said bonds, the said company shall cease to have
any further claim or demand upon the Government in
respect of the said sum of money; provided that, as
regards operating expenses, the cost of no new works or
renewals of a more expensive character than existing-
works were when new, shall be accounted as forming
part of such operating’ expenses, unless the previous
consent of the Minister of Railways and Canals has been
obtained to their construotion.”

The object of the clause I just read was this: that,
first, the running expenses of the railway were to
be paid out of the gross receipts and the interest
on the amount due to the Government of Quebec,
the balance of three millions and a half, was to be
paid to that Government. And if any of these re-
ceipts remained after the payments of these two
items, then interest was to be paid on these deben-
tures which I have mentioned, and which deben-
tures amounted to the sum of $1,108,000, and
which cost the Government, as I believe,*from in-
formation I got last year from the Minis*er, $970,-
000. The result has been this: it has become the
interest of the Canadian Pacific Railway not to
develop the trade and the traffic of that railway,
but to prevent it from being developed. It is
quite evident that it would be against the interest
of the Canadian Pacific Railway to take proper
steps to increase the traffic, because if the tratfic is
increased it would be simply in the interest of the
Government, it would be simply to enhance thevalue
of the debentures now held by the Government.
The result has been most ruinous to the trade of
Quebec. I may mention another fact. No expen-
diture for renewals can be made without the con-
sent of the Minister of Railways. Some of the
bridges on the North Shore Railway are, and have
been, in a dangerous condition for several years.
One of them, called St. Jeanne, or Pont Rouge,
became so dangerous that some three years ago.
the bridge inspector of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way reported that it was no longer in a safe con-
dition for traffic. The Canadian Pacific Railway,
1 understand, applied to the Government for per-
mission, under clause 3, to make a better bridge.
As usual the matter was postponed until to-morrow.
These men are not men of to-morrow but men of’
to-day. They said: We shall stop running trains

between Montreal and Quebec unless the bridge is



59

[COMMONS]

60

rebuilt, because if an accident occurs we shall have , minus of the Canadian Pacific Railway. That was

to pay damages. Eventually the Minister of
Railways consented to the recomstruction of the
bridge, and it was reconstructed. More than a
year was occupied in securing the repayment of
the money expended, which was $70,000. What
has been the result? Now the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company, who are operating the road, do
not want to build any more bridges. Another
bridge is equally as dangerous, namely : the Port-
neuf bridge. I am always afraid when I pass
over it. It is 65 feet high over the level of the
river, and if the bridge were to fall there would be a
terrible catastrophe. The Canadian Pacific Rail-
way Cowmpany have carried out insignificant re-
pairs, but the bridge will have to be rebuilt. The
consequence of the present state of things is that
the company cannot run heavy locomotives
between Quebec and Montreal, and not one of
those heavy locomotives now used for freight
trains can be run on the lines between St. Martin’s
Junection and Quebec. The Board of Trade of Que-
bec, in fact all the merchants of that city, have made
representations to the Government asking them to
terminate the existing state of affairs. The only way
to do so is to cancel the debentures which they
now hold on the railway. When in 1885 the hon.
members of this House, especially the hon. mem-
bers for Quebec, were induced to vote $1,500,000
for Quebec, it was represented that the money
would be expended to promote trade that the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company were supposed
to be able to bring to that point. The money has
1ot been expended as it was understood would be
the case. It is true that the money has been
expended, that the money has been paid over. It
is true that $525,000 have been paid to the
Grand Trunk Railway in order to get back a rail-
road that had been sold in 1882 by the Govern-
ment of the present Secretary of State. It is true
that $970,000 have been paid to the Bank of
Montreal to redeem debentures that had been
given by the North Shore Railway as security for
oans obtained from the bank, but the Government
now retain these debentures. 8o, as a matter of
fact, they have not expended the money in the
interest of the. City of Quebec. They keep
these debentures as security, and we want some
steps taken to secure the fulfilment of the promises
made in 1885. At that time it was promised that
Quebec should have a grain elevator, that many
bridges—I am repeating the statement made by
the Minister of Railways—would be repaired, that
better rolling stock would be placed on the line.
I hope the Government will take steps to give us
the facilities promised in 1885.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Carried.

Mr. LAURIER. I should have expected to have
received some answer from the Government to the
very serious representation made by the hon.
member for Quebec (Mr. Langelier). I do not
think the Government is treating the House pro-
perly in simply answering ‘‘ carried,” to such a
motion a8 that before it. My hon. friend has made
a most serious charge, which, in substance, I will
state. Before I do so, I may remind the House
that in 1884 Sir Charles Tupper, speaking as a mem-
ber of the Government and Minister of Railways,
distinctly stated that the policy of the Government
was to make the harbor of Quebec the summer ter-

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec).

the policy stated by the bon. gentleman, upon which
a series of resolutions were introduced and adopted.
What has been done with regard to this question ?
No less than $1,500,000 was voted by the House
to carry on that object, namely, to acquire certain
interests which were then controlling the railway,
and placing the road in the hands of the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company. The charge of my
hon. friend is this: That the policy proposed by the
Government and adopted by the House has not been
carried out, because the Government have actually
expended no money whatever, because they have
acquired the debentures of the road and such
appear as Dominion assets in the Public accounts.
I do not understand how the Government can resist
the conclusionsuggested, rather than formulated, by
my hon. friend, that it is the duty of the Govern-
ment to wipe out those liabilities on the road and
place the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in a
position to carry out the improvements which are
necessary in order to make the road a first-class
road and make Quebec the summer terminus of the
Canadian Pacific Railway. My hon. friend has
explained in a lucid manner that it is actually the
interest of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company
not to make any improvements on that road,
because immediately they did so and developed
traffic over the line, they would become liable to
the Government for $960,000. I call the attention
of the Government to this subject, and ask that it
be dealt with in the manner indicated, when the
appropriation was made by Parliament, and unless
they do so we must call attention to it on another
occasion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. 1 can assure the
hon. gentleman who made the motion that no dis-
respect whatever was intended, but quite the re-
verse. The hon. gentleman’s statement was calm
and clear in every respect. The motion itself does
not disclose the object that my hon. friend has in
moving for these papers, but we know now what
they are and we have the statement of my hon.
friend in making his motion.

Motion agreed to.

QUEBEC POST OFFICE—SUPERANNU-
ATION OF OFFICIALS.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec) moved for :

Copiea of all Orders in Council, correspondence and
documents respecting the superannuation of certain em-
ployés in the Post Office at Quebec, and in the Post
Office Inspector’s office at Quebec; and the filling up of
the vacancies caused by their superannuation.

He said : I would like the Government to bring
down the papers in this matter as soon as possible
ag some most extraordinary things have taken
place with regard to those changes in the post
office. 1 may state that Mr. Bolduc, one of the
gentlemen superannuated, as well as the deputy
inspector of the post office, Mr. Fréchette, were
perfectly capable to fulfil their duties for some ten
years to come, at least. It cannot be on account
of ill-health that they were superannuated, for I
do not think that either of those gentlemen have
ever failed one day to go to their office. They
are both in as good health as I am in, and in
88 good health as the Postmaster General himself.
If they were entitled to be superannuated, he is
entitled to be superannuated also, for those gentle-

~
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men are physically as strong and not any older than
he. Notonlyare those twosuperannuatedofficials in
good health, but I have never heard any com-
plaint against them. On the contrary, I have
heard Mr. Boldue, the deputy postmaster, praised
as being one of the most efficient men not only in
the Quebec post office but in any post office in
the Dominion. 1 heard a very high official of the
Post Office Department state that he did not
know of one man in the whole post office service
more capable of discharging his duties than Mr.
Bolduc. It has been publicly stated in Quebec
that the deputy postmaster received notice of
his superannuation in the most accidental and
most extraordinary manner. About a month or
five weeks ago, he arrived at his office one morn-
ing and he found another young man occupying
his chair : Mr. Simard, and a very nice young
man, I am informed, about 22 years of age. 1
have nothing to say against Mr. Simard, because
he has been represented to me as being a very
respectable, intelligent and active young man.
However, the deputy postmaster found this
young man seated in his chair, and Mr. Bolduc,
who 18 a courteous gentleman, waited some time for
him to rise, and after waiting some time, he said :
“If you please I have something to write and I
would like to have my chair.” ~The young man
said : ““ Mr. Bolduc, before you sit down, here is a
very important letter for you from the Post Office
Department and please read it.” Mr. Bolduc read
the letter and nearly fainted as he found from it,
for the first time, that he was superannuated. I
did not hear the manner of the notification to Mr.
Fréchette, the other gentleman who was superannu-
ated. I am quite impartial in speaking on this qu s-
tion, because the post office officials interested have
all been good supporters of the Government and
their friends arealsostrong supporters of the present
Administration. Another gentleman in the Que-
bec post office, named Mr. Vohl, was, without
any reason given him, taken from the Post Office
Inspector’s office, and made mail clerk. He is now
acting as mail clerk on some railway, and he does
not know himself why he was removed from the
Inspector’s office and made a mail clerk. Those
gentlemen I have referred to are well known and
most respected citizens of Quebec, and are re-
markable for their courtesy and attention to the
people doing business with the post office. There
never has been any complaint against them ; the
public are anxious to know why they have been
superannuated in such a despotic manner. Form,;
part, I have never heard of such a removal of a
respectable and efficient officer except, perhaps, in
Russia or Turkey.

Mr. HAGGART. There is no correspondence
other than the report to Council in reference to
the matter enquired into by the hon. member for
Quebec Centre (Mr. Langelier). Mr. Bolduc was a
very old officer and was for a long time in the
service.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec).
years of age.

Mr. HAGGART. Yes, he was 62 years of age.
There has been no appointment as yet to his place,
and the report and Order in Council wigl be
brought down at the request of the hon. gentle-
man.

He was only 62

Mr. CASGRAIN. I may say that the City of
Quebec was taken by surprise in this matter. I
happen to know the two gentlemen referred to,
and they are men in active life and of very good
health, neither of whom deserve the treatment
they havé been subjected to by the Government.
Unless there should be some reasons which are
known to the Government and as yet unknown to
the public, those two officials should certainly not;
have been disturbed in their positions. For my
part, I believe that the Government has been mis-
led by some wrong information as to the exact
position of those two officials, and I believe that if
the Government should take the opportunity of
examining into the question once more, they would
find sufficient reason to recall the order that has
bee._ made. I have met those gentlemen every day
as I went to the post offite, and I know that they
are in as good health as the hon. the Postmaster
General is in at the present moment, and as well
fit to perform their duty as ever they were. I
suppose I am about the same age as the hon.
gentleman, and I do not think that he will
deny that there may be several years of useful
career before us yet, nor will he admit the principle
that we should be shelved on account of our age
just now. Unless the American system should
prevail in this country, I think the superannuation
of those officials has been a faux pas.

Mr. LAURIER. I think my hon. friend was
altogether too mild in characterising the conduct
of the Department in the matter as a four pas. If
I understand aright the answer just given by the
hon. Postmaster General, a man 62 years of age,
while engaged in the regular discharge of his
duty, was superannuated without a word of com-
munication being sent to him previously.

Mr. HAGGART. The statement has been
made, but I am not aware of it. It has been told
to me for the first time now.

Mr. LAURIER. I understood from the hon.
gentleman a moment ago that there was no cor-
respondence, except the order. Therefore, it
follows that there was no communication whatever
made to this man before he was superannuated.

Mr. HAGGART. There might have been.

Mr. LAURIER. Well, 1 ask again if the
House is to tolerate such a system, that an officer
in the vigor of 62 years, engaged in the discharge
of his duties, who states that he is in good health,
should be superannuated without any previous

Y | communication to him. It is not only a piece of

tyranny against this man, but it is an utterly
indefensible act on the part of the Government.
On what ground was this man superannuated ?
Certainly not on account of age or ill-health. It
must then have been on some ground which can-
not see the light of day.

Mr. AMYOT. We must not assume that Mr.
Fréchette is 62 years of age. I do not think
he is 55. He is quite a young man. If we were
all to be put out of public life when we are
55 years of age, most of us, and some of the
most important members of the House, would be
away.

Mr. HAGGART. There is no intention on the
part of the Department to superannuate any officer
without notice. If this man has not received
notice, it is through some misunderstanding or
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fault of the inspector. I quite agree with the hon.
gentleman that in cases of superannuation there
should be some communication or conversation
with the officer beforehand. No doubt the report
of the superannuation when brought down, will
give the reasons, and we shall then be able to dis-
cuss it intelligently.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I am not here
simply speakingin the interest of thisman, although
he belongs to my division. But speaking in the pub-
lic interest, I think it is a waste of public money
to superannuate men in perfect health. I canstate
without fear of contradiction that neither of these
men has ever failed to go to his office, and there
never has been a complaint against themin the dis-
charge of their duties, and to all appearances they
may live for many years yet.

Motion agreed to.

QUEBEC LAND SLIDE.
Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec) moved for :

Copies ofall Orders in Council, correspondence and
documents respecting the falling down of a portion of the
rock on which the Citadel of Quebec is built, which fall
took place on the 19th of Scptember last.

He said : Not only every member of this House,
but every man in this country, is aware of the
terrible accident which took place at Quebec, on
the 19th of September last, when a large portion of
the rock upon which the Citadel is built came down,
crushing eight tenement houses, in which a large
number of families were living.  About 50 people
were killed or mortally wounded, and a good many
others were very seriously injured. Serious losses
were suffered—I do not speak so much of the
owners as of the tenants. The owners of those
houses are well-to-do people ; and while they are
of course entitled to justice, they are not in such
immediate want of justice as the tenants. All the
tenants of those houses belong to the laboring
classes. Most of them are the families of ship
laborers, and they are very badly in need of
clothing and furniture, which they lost by the
accident. Many representations, in the shape of
petitions and,letters, have been addressed to the
Government asking for redress. I must say that
the whole population of Quebec was under the
impression that the Government would not
dispute for one moment their liability to the suf-
ferers. Several years ago a report was made to
the Government by the city engineer of Quebec,
Mr. Charles Baillargé, calling their attention to
the dangerous condition of that rock, in which a
crack was already visible, and it was easy to see
that sooner or later the whole rock would erumble
with just such serious consequences as have
occurred. Very little attention seems to have been
paid to that report. I have seen some of the
ministerial papers, after the accident took place,
attempting to base the defence of the Government
on the ground that the plans suggested by the city
- engineer of Quebec had been carried out by the Gov-
ernment. I do not admit that that is true; but
supposing it were, it would be no defence of the
Government, because it was not the business of the
City of Quebec to point out what precautions should
be taken to prevent the accident ; it was for the
Government and their engineers to see to that.
But no serious steps were taken, with the result
that I have stated. At the time the accident
Mr. HAGGART.

happened a committee of citizens was formed.
It was proposed to organise a general subscription
from the public to.come to the help of the suffer-
ers. A good many even of the supporters of the
Government said they did not want to organise a
public subscription because the Federal Govern-
ment, with a budget of about thirty-six millions a
year, was able to pay its debts, and it would be
preposterous for the citizens of Quebec to put their
hands in their pockets in order to pay the debt of
this Government. The result was that a compara-
tively small amount—I think only about $5,000—
was subscribed by the people of Quebec, and it was
distinctly understood that that amount was only
for the relief of the sufferers according to their im-
mediate requirements, but was not intended to buy
new furniture or new clothing for those sufferers.
Since that time repeated demands have been made
upon the Government. Letters and petitions have
been sent, and correspondence of all kinds has
taken place, requesting the Government to come to
the redress of the sufferers. I must say that, on
the spur of the moment, the Minister of Public
Works undertook the responsibility for the Gov-
ernment of doing this. I state at once that
the hon. gentleman cancelled the telegram
he had sent, but, in cancelling that tele-
gram, I did not understand that he in-
tended to cancel the responsibility he had
accepted for the Government. When he visited Que-
bec and went to the place where the accident had
occurred, I understood that his view was that the
Minister of Militia had taken the matter in hand,
and he did not want two Ministers to take charge
of one subject. That was a good explanation, as
far as I understood it, but I did not understand
him to retract the responsibility of the Government
for the telegram which he sent to the chairman of
the road company, in which he said the corpora-
tion might go on to repair the consequences of the
catastrophe, and the Government would recoup
them. There is more than this. The sufferers
have not only lost their furniture and clothing, but
the street is completely blocked Between 40,000
and 50,000 tons of rock have fallen into Champlain
Street, and everyone who has been in Quebec
knows that Champlain Street is a very narrow
street, lying between the cliff and the wharves,
and it is by means of the wharves that it is con-
nected with the St. Lawrence River. When we
wanted to clear the street, to clear away the
débris, and to open the roadway, we were asked
by the engineers of the Government not to touch
the rock which bhad fallen, because that would
result in bringing down a much larger quantity of
rock, as that which is now there acts as
a buttress to prevent the fall of the rest of
the rock. But nothing has been done since.
All we have is letters acknowledging receipts of
petitions and complaints which have been sent from
time to time, and in the meantime the corporation
of Quebec has had to go to a great deal of expense
to open a temporary roadway. It is only a tem-
porary roadway, and it is a very dangerous road-
way, because we are threatened with another very
serious accident of the samekind. T cannot under-
stand the negligence of the Government in regard
to this matter. At present a very much larger
Hiece of rock is threatening to fall, and if it comes

own, as it threatens to do, I do not know how
many lives will be lost. The Government cannot
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ignore this matter. The report of their own en-
gineers, which was communicated to me by Gen.
Middleton, states that sooner or later a portion of
the rock—and not a small portion, but a portion
weighing about 150,000 tons, will come down if no
means are adopted to prevent its falling, and yet
nothing has been done. All that has been done is
that the Minister of Public Works came down and
looked at it, and the Minister of Militia came down
and sent two gentlemen from the Military School
at Kingston, and they examined it and made the
report I have been speaking of. The Minister of
Militia, who is well posted in military matters and
in military engineering, knows that reports will of
themselves be no buttress against those rocks ; and,
if no step is taken, if no action is authorised to
prevent the disaster, I think the Government
would be criminally liable for any lives which
might be lost as the result of another. slide. They
have been twice warned without effect. Now, they
have had another warning, and a more serious one
than before, in the shape of the loss of the lives of
fifty people. They did not take any step to prevent
that, and, if another accident should happen,
everyone would be justified in holding them crimi-
nally responsible for the lives that would be lost.
Now that the House is sitting, I hope the Govern-
ment will not be so remiss in discharging their
duties in this matter.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The hon. gentleman
has made use of rather strong expressions, and has
spoken about the possible criminal responsibility
of the Government in regard to the great accident
to which he has referred, and which we all so
much regret. I believe the time to discuss that is
not just at the present moment upon the motion
which has been made by the hon. gentleman to
produce the papers, but that it is when the papers
are laid upon the Table. Those papers will show
the course which the Government have seen fit to
adopt after taking all the advice which it was
proper for them to take on a matter of that im-
portance. When those papers come down, I shall
be prepared to show that the action taken by the
Department, upon the report of Mr. Baillairgé, to
which the hon. gentleman has referred, has been
the proper course to follow.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I belong to-the city of Que-
bec, and I know something of this matter. I saw
with my own eyes what will come, and what may
come possibly in a few days or even in a few hours.
There is a great fissure in the rock and no one can
tell what the result may be. The corporation of
Quebec has informed the Government in reference
to this matter, but that accident must come and
will come, but at present the hands of the city of
Quebec are tied. There is a statute of the Pro-
vince of Quebec by which no one is allowed to
touch or to undermine the cape, so that the matter
rested entirely in the hands of the Government.
It is a military Froperty and, therefore, under the
direct control of the Minister of Militia, and I do
not see that anybody else but the Department of
Militia is responsible for preventing future acci-
dents, I am sorry to say that there is no denyin
the fact-that at the present moment that part o%
the city is as much in danger of a slide as it was
before the accident occurred. The danger is so
evident that the firing of the gun on the citadel was
stopped, as it was feared that the shock would de-
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tach another large portion of the rock. Under
these circumstances I think the Government ought-
to take, and ought long ago to have taken, imme-
diate steps either to take that part of the cape down'
or to adopt such other means as the Government-
engineers may suggest in order to prevent a recur-
rence of accidents of life and property.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I must say
that I am greatly disappointed by the course
taken by the Minister of Militia on this subject.
Of course I did not expect him to admit his
guilt ; that would have required more philosophy
than I gave him credit for possessing. But I
thought he would explain to the House what the
Government intended to do in the matter. Whether
the Government have been guilty or not in the
past, is one question, but what should be done in
the future is a very different question. I think
the people of the city of Quebec have a right to
know at once if any measures are to be taken to
protect them in the future from similar accidents.
They have a right to know, because, as I said a
few minutes ago, they are obliged to pass through
a temporary and difficult passage that they have
made, because Champlain Street has been blocked
up, and we have heen asked by the engineers of
the Government, who came down to inspect the
scene of the accident, not to touch the rock which
is there—

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Been advised, not
asked.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec),—in order to pre-
vent the rest from falling down. The street can-
not remain in that condition for all time to
come. At present, people who have business in
that quarter are obliged to climb over that mass of
débris. The proprietors on the other side of the
street cannot rebuild their houses ; in fact nothing
at all can be done until we know what the Govern-
ment proposes to do. I do not ask whether the
Government are going to pay an indemnity, but T
ask what they are going to do to prevent farther
accidents, and to put an end to the state of things
from which the people in that locality are suffering
very much, and have been suffering for so many
months ?

Motion agreed to.
RETURNS ORDERED.

Copies of all Orders in Council, correspondence and
documents respecting the establishment of the Marine
Hospital at Quebec, and respecting the elosing of the
same.—(Mr. Langelier, Quebec.)

Copies of all correﬂ)ondence and documents respecting
the appointment of Mr. Joseph Gareau as Superintendent
of Government Works at Quebec; and respeetm%his
removal and the substitution of a person named L. P..
Lepine.—(Mr. Langelier, Quebec.)

Copies of all Orders in Council, correspondence and
documents respecting the superannuation of certain
employees in the Culler’s Office at Quebec.—(Mr. Lange-
lier, Quebec.)

Copies of all correspondence between the officers of the
Temperance Colonisation Company and the Department
of the Interior, or any member of the Government, and
the Saskatchewan Land and Homestead Company with
the Department of the Interior; and all correspondence
between Rev. Alexander Sutherland and John T. Moore
and the Department of the Interior; or-any member of
the Government, in relation to the location of lands and
olaims for placing immigrants on lands, and’ compensa-
tion for assisting immigration to the said lands, together
with all Orders in Council relating to:such claims.—~(Mr.
Somerville.)
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ADJOURNMENT.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. With the per-
mission of the House I would ask that the House
now adjourn. There are only two or three mat-
ters left, and they can stand until to-morrow.
The reason that 1 ask the House to adjourn is
this : There is a very large and important deputa-
tion present from Montreal, which the Govern-
ment promised to see, and which we expected to
have been able to see before now, if the House
had adjourned earlier. We want to meet them
now, and if my hon. friend opposite will agree, I
now move that the House adjourn.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at
5.45 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

THURSDAY, 23rd January, 1890.
The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o’clock.
PRAYERS.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 11) further to amend the Act, chapter
five of the Revised Statutes of Canada, intituled
‘“An Act respecting the Electoral Franchise.”—
(Mr. Choquette. )

INDEPENDENCE OF PARLIAMENT.

Mr. CASGRAIN moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 12) for further securing the Inde-
pendence of Parliament. He said: The object of
this Bill is to cause to be administered to members
of Parliament the essentials of the oath which is
required to be taken by any person holding an
office under the Crown. Although the office of
member of Parliament is not held under the
Crown, still it is an office of great trust and
great responsibility, and I believe that the safe-
guard of such an oath as I propose would add a
great deal to the successful performance of the
duties devolving on members of Parliament. That
is the object of the Bill. If a member comes to
take a seat in this House it should be required
that he should declare himself free from any
objection which might impede his conduct in
Parliament, or which might affect his seat.
So far as I have been able to draw the Bill, it fol-
lows the very expression of the law to secure the
independence of Parliament as it stands now. I
believe that the Bill, when read by the members of
this House, will receive due consideration, and I
believe also that every elector in the Dominion
will be glad to find a Bill of this description intro-
duced, which will be an additional security for the

rformance by members of Parliament of the

igh trust committed to them. I have included in
the Bill one of the Rules of the House concerning
the duties of members of Parliament, namely,
that the offer of any money bribe for a promise to
promote or impede a measure before Parliament is
a misdemeanor. That is embraced also in the
oath. The Act also provides that the oath re-
quired to be taken by members shall be taken be-
‘ore the Clerk of the House, and that a record of
th oath, in writing, shall be kept by the Clerk of
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the House. That oath is taken in addition to the
usual oath of allegiance, which is also mentioned
in the Bill.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would ask
my hon. friend if there is to be any provision in
the Bill imposing penalties in case of a breach of
the oath to be taken by members of Parliament ?

Mr. CASGRAIN. There is no other penalty
than this : that if the oath, being on record, is
violated, the usual course of the law will follow ;
there is no special penalty attached. I thought of pro-
viding that if a member returned as elected should
refuse to take the oath, he should not be allowed
to sit, and the matter should be reported to the
Speaker of the House, and then the House should
say whether, by the refusal of the member to
take the oath, the seat would be vacated or not.
I have not inserted that provision ; but I intend,
if the Bill comes in due course before the House,to
suggest something of the kind.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. 1 would ask my
hon. friend also, if there is to be any clause pro-
viding that any cases of bribery or corruption
shall affect a member’s seat ?

Mr. CASGRAIN. If a member is entitled to his
seat according to the law, he is all right.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

CHINESE IMMIGRATION.

Mr. GORDON asked, Have any application,
either verbal or written, been made to the Govern-
ment, or to any member thereof, by any person,
persons or corporation, for a repeal of the Act
restricting and regulating Chinese immigration
into Canada, or of any of the provisions of the
said Act? If so, when and by whom ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No applications
that we are aware of have been made to the Gov-
ernment, or to any member of the Government, on
these subjects.

L C. R.—RECEIPTS AND EXPENSES.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked, What
are the receipts and expenses of the Intercolonial
Railway for the half year ending the 1st January,
1890, and for the half year ending lst January,
1889 7

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. For the half
year ending the 1st of January, 1890, the earnings
were $1,562,897.48 ; the working expenses $1,834,-
046.29. For the half year ending the 1st of Janu-
ary, 1889, the earnings were $1,543,341.70; the
working expenses $1,808,481.72.

DUNDAS AND WATERLOO ROAD.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth) asked, lst. At what
date were the papers respecting the Dundas and
Waterloo Macadamized Road handed to the De-
partment of Justice for a report as to the owner-
ship of the said road? 2nd. Has the Minister of
Justice reported thereon? If so, how soon will his
report be presented to the House? 38rd. If not,
how soon may we hope to have his report ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The first com-
munieations with the Department of Justice were
in September, 1885. The Department of Justice
and my own Department have been in communica-
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tion several times since, and the Department of
Justice have put a number of questions to my De-
partment to which my Department are now pre-
paring answers, in order that the Department of
Justice may be in a position to give an opinion on
the question as to whether that road should be
under the control of the Federal authorities or not.

REPORT.

Report of the Postmaster General for the year
ended 30th June, 1889.—(Mr. Haggart.)

SUBSIDIES TO RAILWAYS.

~Mr. McMULLEN moved for:

Return showing the amount of money expended by
the Dominion in each Province since Confederation to the
30th of June, 1889, under the following heads: 1st. Sub-
sidies to railways in each Province, excepting the Canada
Pacific main line and Sault branch; 2nd. The several
railways built by the Dominion in each Province, in-
cluding the Intercolonial branches and extensions, but
not the main line as originally constructed; 8rd. The
buildings erected or purchas®d in each Province, "their
location and cost. )

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The first part of
the hon. gentleman’s motion can bereadily granted,
that is as to subsidies to railways in each Province,
except the Canadian Pacific Railway main line and
the Sault branch. As to the second branch of the
hon. gentleman’s motion, which reads as follows :—

‘‘ The several railways built by the Dominion in each
Province, including the Intercolonial branches, sidings
and extensions, but not the main line as originally con-
structed.”

I have this note sent to me by the Depart-
ment :—

‘“Is it understood that the main line as originally con-
structed is intended to cover the Intercolonial Railway
from Chaudiere Junetion to St. John, Halifax, Point du
Chéne and Pictou, or is the line purchased from the
Grand Trunk (Chaudiére to Rivieére du Loug) to beinclud-
ed? The main line should be defined. That done, the
returns can_be readily made, provided the word ‘sidings’
is omitted, but if the sidings are to be included, the re-
turns could scarcely be brought down this Session.”
Perhaps, if I sent this memorandum over to the
hon. gentleman,he might look at it and we will allow
the motion to stand over until to-morrow.

Mr. McMULLEN. I have erased the word
“sidings ” in the motion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I wasnot aware
_of that, but then, as to the definition of the main
line. If the hon. gentleman means what the words
in his motion would imply, if he means all the
branches which I have referred to in the memoran-
dum I have read, it would be difficult to brin,
down the returns within any reasonable time, an
I would like to know whether he means to include
or exclude those branches to which I have referred,

Mr. MC(MULLEN. My object was to get a re-
turn in regard to the branches which have been
added to the Intercolonial Railway since the con-
struction of the main line. At the time of Con-
federation the understanding was that the Inter-
colonial Railway was to be built for the purpose of
uniting the Provinces, but since that, branches
have been constructed in order.to serve the trade of
various places in different Provinces and not as a
national concern.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think I under-
stand what the hon. gentleman wants ; but in the
third part of his motion he asks for the expenditure
on huiliings erected or purchased in each Province,
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their location and cost. Does he mean all build-
ings, but not railway buildings ?

Mr. McMULLEN. Noj; not unless they are
connected with the main line or the branches.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentle-
man means simply railway buildings and not post
office buildings, for example.

Mr. McMULLEN. The last portion of my
motion has reference to post office and custom
house buildings.

Motion agreed to.

PAYMENT AND EXPENSES OF MIN-
ISTERS, &c.

Mr. McMULLEN moved for:

Return giving the names of each Minister of the
Crown, High Commissioner or other Foreign Plenipoten-
tiary, from Confederation to the 30th June, 1389, 2nd.
The amount of money drawn by each under the following
heads :—Salary, sessional allowance, travelling expenses
cab-hire and all other sums drawn under any other hea
during their term of office. 3rd. The total amouant paid
to each for all furposes during their term of office up to
the 30th June, 1889,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would ask my
hon. friend from North Wellington (Mr. McMullen)
to be a little more explicit. He asks for an order
of the House giving the names of each Minister of
the Crown, High Commissioner or other foreign
plenipotentiary. This is the first time that I have
received the information that I or any other Min-
ister was a foreign plenipotentiary. In fact I was
not aware that we had any foreign plenipotenti-
aries, It has been contended that we should have
foreign plenipotentiaries.

Mr. McMULLEN. I am willing to alter that :
from foreign plenipotentiary, to foreign agent.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. But we have no
foreign agents. Canada cannot have any foreign
agents. The only foreign agents we have are the
Consuls General and Consuls who come to this
country from abroad.

Mr. LAURIER. My hon. friend means Com-
missjoners who have been sent to foreign countries,
as we know they have been sent.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is not
what he says.

Mr. Mc(MULLEN. That is what I intend. I
am willing to make all the alterations necessary
in order to secure the information for which I ask.

Mr. TAYLOR. I have no doubt that-.the
returns asked for by the hon. member for North
Wellington (Mr. McMullen), will prove to be a
valuable addition to the ancient literature of
Canada. Of course they will cost a large amount
of money, as the return dates back to Confederation,
which is more than twenty years, and no doubt it
will cost about $100 a year to bring down that
return. Iam of the opinion that when that re-
turn comes down, it will not be a volume which
we would care to have sent down to posterity at
such a cost, unless it embraced something more
than the hon. gentleman proposes, and I therefore
move that the following words be added :—

4th, A detailed statement showini the purposes to
which the amount received by each Minister of the
Crown, High Commissioner or other Foreign Plenipoten-
tiary was applied or disposed of, together with a state-
ment in detail ahowm% —

1st. The names of all members of the House of Com-
mons since Confederation.
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2nd. The total amount received by each member as
sessional indemnity, travelling expenses or for any other
purpose, I

3rd. The amount expended by each member while liv-
ing in Ottawa and attending to his parliamentary duties;
the names of the parties to whom any sum or sums were
paid and the purposes for which paid.

4th. The amount expended by each member of the
House of Commons in travelling to and from the Capital
to attend to his parliamentary duties.

5th. The names of those who travelled on passes, and
the name of the railway company issuing the same,

6th. The number of returns moved for by each mem-
ber, the cost incurred in preparing each return, includ-
ing the printing of the same and what was subsequently
doune in relation to each return,

7th. The number of times each member addressed the
House, the length of time occupied in speaking, the cost
to the country of each speech so made and the value
thereof, computing the same on the basis of the length
and cost of each Session.

8th. The number of motions and the name of the mem-
ber making the same, other than for returns, and the dis-
position of such motion after being made.

9th. The number of votes given by each member and
the number of times each member refrained from voting
and the reasons therefor, showing the character and
nature of each motion, the purposes for which made, and
whether in each case that & member refrained from vot-
ing he had the consent of the House for so absenting him-

se1()'th. How the sum of $500 extra sessional indemnity
granted in 1885 was expended by each member of the
House for that year, and what proportion of it was paid
to agricultural societies, subscription to church funds
or other charitable purposes, as promised by certain
members when accepting the same.

Mr. McMULLEN. Before you put the amend-
ment 1 beg to say that my object in moving the
resolution I have placed in your hands is simply to
be in & position to show the people of this country
what the Government has cost from the time of
Confederation down to the present time. I have
no desire to eliminate any Reform or Conservative
Government, and I have asked for an entire return
down to the present moment. I have notattempted
to leave out the names of those of our friends who
might possibly figure in that return as well as
those on the opposite side of the House. Now, I
think there is a feeling throughout the country
generally that the Government of this Dominion is
costing the people more than they can afford to pay.
I am not myself in a position to give the informa-
tion to my constituents with regard to the exact
figures of expenses for the officers of the Crowu
from Confederation down to the present time, and
I wish to be in a position to tell them the exact
cost of the public service down to this time.

Mr. TAYLOR. You have got itall in the Public
Accounts.

Mr. McMULLEN. If it is in the Public
Accounts it will take a very long time to gather
all the items out of the Public Accounts in order
to find the information asked for in my resolution.
It is evident that the hon. member who has moved
this amendment wants to burke the information I
am asking for, he wants to attach a tail to it that
will make it utterly impossible for all the clerks
now in the service of the House to furnish all that
information at this Session, or next Session, or be-
fore a general election can take place. That is
evidentFy his intention, but mine was an honest in-
tention to give the people of this country informa-
tion that they do not now possess, information that
they have a right to have, and we have a right to
see that they get. Now, we know perfectly well
that there is a feeling throughout the country that
the governmental machinery of this Dominion is

. TAYLOR.

altogether too cumbrous for the people to bear,
and we believe that it is the duty of the members
of this House, as well as the duty of the people
outside this House, to secure a full statement of all
the cost entailed upon the people by the Govern-
ment of this Dominion ; and if we can alter or
change- in any shape that machinery so as to re-
duce the cost, I think it is clearly our duty to do
s0.

Mr. GUILLET. There is every facility for ob-
taining this information in the Public Accounts,
and the hon. member himself can, by looking up
the proper page, find, under the proper headings,
statements of expenses for the items he has men-
tioned, and the total cost of the civil government.
There is no difficulty about it. He has the public
records to show the people, and he can save all this
expense to the country which his motion, if
carried, would involve. He has full detailed
statements in the Auditor General’s Report, and
in the Public Accounts, which were published
yearly before the offic8 of Auditor General was
established. - Therefore, I see no necessity for
the expense this motion will entail.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Isee that the
amendment made by my hon. friend has attracted
general attention, and the apparent approbation of
the House. I think the amendment was meant to
signify that there was no necessity for the resolu-
tion. As my hon. friend who has just spoken says,
the hon. gentleman can get all this information for
himself. To prepare the return he asks for will
cause a great deal of expense without any necessity
whatever. The hon. gentleman says there is a
general feeling in the country that the expenses of
government are too great. Well, one of the great
portions of the cost of government is caused by
the legislation of the country, and we must get the
whole cost if we are to inform the people what the
cost of federal government is, including legislation.
A great portion of this amendment, as moved by
my hon. friend, is a necessary sequence of the
motion of the hon. gentleman. Perhaps the hon.
member had better allow his motion to stand over,
and I think the best way to dispose of it will be
to move that the debate be adjourned.

Mr. LAURIER. I must say that I regret to
see the course the Prime Minister has just taken
in regard to this amendment. I must tell him
that he is giving assistance to what I cannot re-
gard otherwise than a frivolous lowering of the

ignity of this House. This amendment is noth-
ing else but a lowering of the dignity of this
House. We can all take issue for or against the
motion of my hon. friend from Wellington (Mr.
McMullen). It can be granted or it can be re-
fused. Everybody may have his own view upon
that, but why not treat it in a manly way? Wh
not consider it upon its merits, instead of attempt-
ing to throw ridicule upon the motion, which,
after all, is properly put.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The motion in
itself is ridiculous.

Mr. LAURIER. The First Minister did not
say 8o in the first instance.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I thought so.
. Mr. LAURIER. He only objected to the word- .
ing of it. I understood that the hon. gentle-
man’s objection to the motion was confined
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to the wording of it. Certainly the hon gentle-
man is aware, and everybody is aware, that we
have had commission after commission sent to
foreign countries on one pretence or the other and
have never obtained any result from such commis-
sions. Under these circumstances, it would be
fairer to the House and fairer to the hon. gentle-
man, and more in keeping with the dignity of the
House, if the First Minister had stated that he
could not allow the motion to pass, for reasons
given; but for the First Minister to permit such
a frivolous amendment as that offered by the hon.
member for Leeds (Mr. Taylor), to be submitted,
and for the right hon. gentleman to then move
the adjournment of the debate, is to adopt a
course against which I must protest, as one not
in the best interests of the House.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is not so
very easy for hon. members of this House to obtain
from the Public Accounts of fifteen or twenty years
the detailed information which the hon. gentle-
man asks. It is a matter of some moment to the
people of this country to know what sums of
money have been expended on the various com-
missions for promoting foreign trade, what sums
have been spent by the several members of the
Government in their trips abroad, what sums have
been spent by our High Commissioners and by
other persons who have been entrusted by the
Government with the task of carrying on more or
less successfully, Iam sorry to say less rather than
more successfully, negotiations with foreign
powers. If the First Minister thought any por-
tion of the motion of my hon. friend which was
likely to entail a disproportionate expense, then it
was quite within his right to oppose it, and ask
my hon. friend to modify it, so that the informa-
tion could be got at a reasonable cost. But I must
say I entirely agree with my hon. friend beside me
(Mr. Laurier) that the introduction of the amend-
ment, many of the details of which it would be
impossible to carry out, is not the way to treat
this motion, and lowers the dignity of the House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the hon. gen-
tleman’s motion had been confined to the subject
mentioned by the hon. gentleman who has just
spoken, to ascertain the number of commissions,
and the expense of those commissions, there would
be no objection to it. But this motion covers
every possible expense of almost every possible
employé of twenty odd years, and was so absurd I
could not help seeing that hon. gentlemen on the
other side of the House were laughing at the motion
when it was moved by the hon. member.
The reason why I moved the adjournment of the
debate was because I thought that before another
day perhaps both motion and amendment might be
dropped. It was with that object I moved the
motion. No doubt the amendment is a sarcastic
and ironical motion, but I think it was fully called
for by the very absurd motion of the hon. member.

Mr. LAURIER. If the right hon. gentleman
will advise the hon. member for Leeds (Mr.
Taylor) to withdraw his amendment, I will suggest
to my hon. friend to let his motion stand; but,
with the amendment now before the House, we
cannot allow the debate to be adjourned.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. T do not think
that will be fair. I will ask the mover of the
amendment to withdraw it if the hon. member

for Wellington (Mr. McMullen) will withdraw
his motion and give notice of another similar to
that suggested by the hon. member for Oxford
(Sir Richard Cartwright).

Mr. LAURIER. I will appeal to the right hon.
gentleman’s better nature. The hon. gentleman is
aware that very often motions are amended a~ross
the floor, and I understood the right hon. gentle-
man was adopting that course when he drew at-
tention to the expression ‘‘foreign ministers. ”
This course was being followed a few moments ago.
If the right hon. gentleman had suggested that
certain words be admitted, I should have asked my
hon. friend to agree to the suggestion ; but the hon.
gentleman must admit that when such an amend-
ment as that proposed by the hon. member
for Leeds (Mr. Taylor) is offered, the debate cannot
be adjourned on it, but it must be disposed of.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It is perfectly clear
that we cannot allow such a motion to stand over
as an adjourned debate. The First Minister has
himself stated that it is a sarcastic motion, one in-
tended to cast ridicule on the original motion. The
hon. gentleman who moved the amendment has
asked for information which it is absolutely impos-
sible for the House to supply, information with
regard to the motives which actuated members in
receiving indemnity, how much money they expend-
ed in coming to Parliament and residing here. He
will have to go to some of the graveyards to get
the information which he seeks, and I do not
think he will be successful in getting it even there.
The House itself would be doing what my hon.
friend theleader of the Opposition, affirmed, it would
be lowering its dignity by consenting to ad-
journ the debate upon a motion of that kind.
The proper course for the First Minister to
take would be to ask the hon. member for Leeds
(Mr. Taylor) to withdraw his amendment, and
then suggest to my hon. friend what he considers
objectionable portions of his motion ; and I am sure
that this side of the House would be disposed to
advise my hon. friend to accept any reasonable
suggestion which might be offered. Surely, if my
hon. friend wishes information of this kind and
seeks to obtain it in a form which will be authori-
tative, and which may be used by him in addressing
his constituents, it is not unreasonable, although it
might be obtained by searching through the Public
Accounts for twenty years, to get the information
in a formal way, at least every part that can be
consistently given. The First Minister says there
are some absurd things in the motion. Let the
hon. gentleman point out what is highly objection-
able, and then let my hon. friend amend his motion
in accordance with the First Minister’s suggestion,
and there will be no difficulty. It would be a most
improper course to take, and surely the First Min-
ister cannot have considered the effect of the
motion that he made, to adjourn the debate upon
such an amendment as that proposed by the hon,
member for Leeds (Mr. Taylor).

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Ihaveexplained
the reason why I made the motion to adjourn the
debate: Because I considered the motion as pre-
sented by the hon. member as altogether un-
reasonable, and I still think the motion of my hon.
friend in amendment was quite justified by the
fact of the original motion being altogether inad-
missible. My object in making the motion was
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that the whole matter might be dropped, and the
hon. gentleman have the opportunity to move
another motion which would be acceptable to the
House. The hon. member for Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) suggested a matter which is worthy
of inquiry. It is now asked that the hon. mem-
ber for Leeds should withdraw his amendment,
and that we should help to amend the original
resolution.
amend the hon. gentleman’s motion.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). You do it every day.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is no part of
our business to do it. I shall object to the
motion and to any amendment of it, because it
was moved for no good purpose, and it would
involve a great expense. Under the circumstances
I ask leave to withdraw my motion,

Motion to adjourn debate withdrawn.

Mr. TAYLOR (Leeds). As theleader of the
Government requests me to withdraw the amend-
ment, 1 ask leave of the House to withdraw it.

Amendment withdrawn.

Mr. LAURIER. Might I ask my hon. friend,
under the circumstances, to withdraw his motion?

Mr. McMULLEN. I have no objection to com-
ply with the request of my hon. leader. I may be
permitted to add that I simply moved the reso-
lution in order to get the information, and that is
all I want.

Mr. LAURIER. My hon. friend can bring it
on again.

Mr. MITCHELL. 'The: hon. member for
Wellington (Mr. McMullen) can put it in another
shape.

Mr. McMULLEN. All right.
Motion withdrawn.

MARINE AND EMIGRANT HOSPITAL,
QUEBEC.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec) moved for :

Statement, in detail, showing the expenditure madein
connection with_the Marine and Emigrant Hospital at
Quebec, since the 30th June, 1886, the said statement

ving: 1. The sum voted each year by the Dominion

arliament. 2. The amount expended. 3, The number
of sailors and emigrants taken in each year, and the
total number of days that each one of these passed in the
hospital. 4. The number of persons not being sailors or
emigrants, taken into the raid hospital, and the number
of days that each one of this class passed there. 5. The
total ecost day by day of each patient. 6. The amount
received by the Government for the patients who are
neither emigrants nor sailors. 7. The amouant received
from the Sick Mariners’ Fund under the Act49 Vie,,
chap. 76, section 16.

Mr. TUPPER. 1 beg to ask the hon. gentleman
whether he desires any special return other than
what is contained in the annual report of the De-
partment that has been laid on the Table of the
House for the year. For instance, the information
given in the precise form that the hon. gentleman
asks now is contained in the annual report, which
brings it down to the end of the fiscal year 1888.
The same information up to July, 1889, is con-
tained in the report now in print for this year and
which will be shortly laid on the Table of the
House. What I desire to know is whether the hon.
gentleman wants the information to be taken from
the reports themselves, or is the information con-

Sir Jorx A. MAcpONALD.

It is not part of our business to|

tained in the reports in a form suitable to the hon.
gentleman ?

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). The object of my
motion is to put those matters in detail before the
House. The return I ask for is the very same
which was made to this House a long time ago, and
my object is to complete that information down to
the latest date possible. A similar motion was
made and in exactly the same words in 1887. I
do not know what hon. gentleman moved the
motion, but I have in my desk the return which
was then made, and my object isto have that re-
turn completed down to the present date.

Mr. TUPPER. There can be no objection to
the motion passing. The information was brought.
down in the annual report. ’

Motion agreed to.
CHARTERED BANKS AND LIQUIDATION.

Mr. HESSON moved for:

Return giving the names of all the Chartered Banksin
Canada that have suspended payment, gone into liguid-
? ation, or become insolvent since Confederation, showing
i the amount of capital stock authorised, the amount
| of stock subscribed, the amount of stock paid up, the
assets and liabilities of said Banks at the time of such
suspension or failure, the nature of such assets and
liabilities, the dates of said charters and the dates of
forfeiture or relinquishment of such charters.

He said: I desire to ask the indulgence of the
House while I make a few remarks on this sub-
ject, which, hon. gentlemen will observe, is a mat-
ter of very considerable importance. The House
was advised at the opening of Parliament in His
Excellency’s speech that the subject would be
brought under consideration this Session. I do
not rise to make any remarks which would throw
any reflection whatever upon the financial institu-
tions that have been so admirably conducted by
the directors and managers of the banks of the
Dominion. I wish to state, in the presence of every
gentleman in this House who may occupy a.
position of authority with reference to the great
financial institutions of our country, that I
have the highest admiration for the success they
have achieved in the past. That there have been
financial failures in Canada is well known to us
all, and that some of these failures have brought
serious consequences to many of our people is
without doubt, but a crisis of that kind must
necessarily arise in the trade and commerce of any
country.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Thanks to the National
Policy.

Mr. HESSON. My hon. friend suggests the
National Policy. I would say to my hon. friend
that if there is great evidence of prosperity
and growth in Canada, it is due to the National
Policy, and that such prosperity has been de-
veloped to a greater extent since the National
Policy was introduced than during any period of’
our country’s history. If I am compelled to draw
attention to that matter, my hon. friend from Grey
(Mr. Landerkin) must be responsible for it. I
desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that it is of some im-
portance to the people of this country to know
that the standing of our banks in Canada is worthy
of the admiration and confidence of the people of
this continent, and I believe that it is possible that.
the position of the banks to-day may be improved.
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by the careful consideration and attention of the
Government in the matter of renewal of their char-
ters. I have no hesitation in making the statement
that it is in the interests of all the people of Canada
that the privilege hitherto granted to the banks
of circulating their own promises to pay should
not be renewed or continued for any great length
of time. I am aware, Sir, that it i1s necessary to
gradually introduce the system of national issue of
notes which will be a legal tender everywhere
in the Dominion. It will be a great convenience to
the public if the difficulties which now arise
from the interchange of provincial notes from
hand to hand in different parts of the Dominion
should be removed. We pride ourselves on be-
ing a great nation, but I conceive that we are
not following the wisest poliey in connection with
our banking institutions if we do not remove the
system by which a note good at par value in the
Province in which it was issued 1s subject to a
discount of perhaps 5 per cent. in another Province
of the Dominion. This is not creditable to us. It
brings the blush of shame to us when we cross to
the American side to see that the notes of our
banks having a high standing in Canada should be
discounted in the United States. It is a fact
known to every gentleman who has travelled in the
United States that there is not a single issue of
bank notes, excepting the Government legal tender
notes, which are not subject to a discount of 5 per
cent. in the United States, while we accept the
greenbacks issued by their national government
at par value. That is an indignity not only
on our banks but on the ‘country itself. A
Government circulation in Canada would be
equally acceptable to the Americans in our com-
mercial intercourse with them, and it would pre-
vent the difficulties arising in the case of people
coming to this Province from New Brunswick,
Nova Scotia, Prince Edward Island or British
Columbia, and endeavoring to pass the bills of
banks of their own locality, which they find re-
fused, save at a discount, though the banks issuing
them are on a perfectly solid basis. Now, the
Government have issued something like $16,000,000
of legal tender notes. The banks have to-day locked
up in their vaults about $9,000,000 of this issue,
held as specie. How did they get this specie?
In the regular course of trade; and when we add
the reserve of specie which they now hold,
amounting to $6,620,000, we find that they have
altogether over $16,000,000 locked away in their
vaults not earning a single penny for the direc-
tors or the shareholders of those institutions.
T appeal to the judgment of any hon. gentleman in
this House whether such a state of things is neces-
sary. The circulation of the banks is often short-
ened by the conservative policy pursued by the
directors in forecasting the future, which may
bring some severe pressure upon those institutions,
and make it impossible for them to leave their cir-
culation at such a point as to meet the
demands of trade, notwithstanding that their
own vaults are full of gold and Domin-
ion notes. They do that on a principle
which we can all understand as perfectly right,
but it does not serve the full wants of the country.
If, instead of their own promises to pay, they had
a circulation provided by the Government, there
would be no sa.nger of this circulation coming back
upon them, and their being compelled to redeem it

at an unfavorable moment in the condition of the
trade of the country. I am satisfied that the
banks themselves would be bhenefitted by this
change. I cannot conceive why over $16,000,000
of specie and Dominion legal tender should be
locked up in the vaults of the banks and withheld
from the trade and business of the country. In
addition, the banks hold other securities to very
large amounts. They hold Dominion Government
securities, debentures or Government stock, to the
amount of $2,600,000; British provincial or
foreign and colonial securities, not Canadian, to
the amount of $5,546,000; loans, discounts or
advances for which stock, bonds or debentures are
held, not Canadian, to the amount of $13,250,000 ;
and they hold loans of corporations, which are
usually recognised in Canada as good securities, to
the amount of $23,879,000. Here we have a total
of $63,550,000 under the heads I have given of
good securities locked up in the vaults of the
banks of the country. Now, I cannot see that
the banks would be placed at any disadvant-
age if required to gradually withdraw their
circulation and gradually replace it with
a Glovernment issue in the shape of legal tender
notes. It would be much more advantageous to
the stockholders and directors of these banks to
have their securities in the shape of Government
stock, or other debentures bearing interest,
earning something for them, than to have them
lying in their vaults without earning a single
penny. Therefore I contend that the banks are in
a position, without the slightest inconvenience to
their customers, without requiring to refuse a dis-
count to any man worthy of receiving it, to replace
the entire circulation of this country on a basis of
legal tender notes issued by the Government, and
to put in the hands of the Government the most
satisfactory securities that could be desired by the

people. It is all very well for the Journal of
Commerce and other papers which usually view
this question through the spectacles of bank

directors and stockholders, to say that they want
a flexible currency. Well, I say that we have
in the legal tender notes the most flexible cur-
sency that we can desire. What are the facts?
To provide for the trade and commerce of
Canada, the banks have to-day in circulation about
$35,000,000 of their promises to pay. The Gov-
ernment would have the benefit of that circulation,
and would gain considerable from wear and tear.
In the creation of a single plate for the whole
currency of the country, the Government would
also effect a great saving to the thirty-eight other in-
stitutions which now require to have their separate
plates. We have no means of ascertaining what
the wear and tear amounts to, bnt it is very con-
siderable to-day, and yet it will scarcely pay the
cost of the circulation to the banks. When we
speak of a flexible currency, and the undesirability
of renewing to the banks their charters with the

rivilege of circulating their own promises to pay,

would remark that they have been able to give
discounts to the business men of Canada to the
amount of $150,000,000 on a circulation of $35,000,-
000 of those promises—Ilet us remember that for the
privilege of enjoying that circulation they tie up

old securities to the amount of over $16,000,000.
%Tow, it is of no use saying that the bank is the
only means by which the country can obtain its
gold. The bank has no means of creating gold.



79

[COMMONS]

80

They cannot manufacture gold ; and I am satisfied |
that, if, instead of exporting, as we do now, the
enormous amount of money required to settle our ;

foreign interest and foreign balances—the debt was
one to the people of Canada, with the trust which
they haveinthesecuritiesof theDominion—wemight
keep in the country the amount of interest which we
are now exporting every year in that way. For the
past few years the Government have been receiving
very large amounts from the depositors in the sav-
ings banks. We have now in the savings banks
about $42,000,000. The Government has chosen to
reduce the rate of interest to the depositors to 34
per cent. Still that amounts to a very considerable
sum, and that is paid out to the people of this
country instead of to foreigners, and I think there
is not an hon. gentleman but will say that a for-
egin indebtedness being turned to a home indebt-
edness would encourage the people of the country,
while the Government would obtain the money at
the lowest possible rate ef interest, and at the
same time encourage the people who have
small savings to make. The deposits in the
savings banks have grown within the past
ten years from $9,000,000 to $42,000,000, and
those are the savings of the people of Canada. If
it were possible for the Government to realise
what they desire for the amount required for ex-
penditure on public works, and the public expendi-
ture ‘generally from the people of this country,
would that not be better than to obtain it from
abroad ? Even since Confederation, without
referring to the time before, if the Government had
been in a position to obtain loans from the people
of this country, instead of borrowing abroad, we
would have saved for interest $120,000,000 which
has been exported out of this country, would
we not be in a better position than we are
to-day ? Think what that means. This may be
in the form of the issue of bonds or the issue of
stocks, but it is well known to every member of
this House that we have to continue drawing upon
the resources of this country to settle these foreign
balances and foreign interest, thus impoverishing
the country. The sooner Canada recognises the
fact, that it will be better for our people to keep
that money in our own country, the better. Our
people bave shown that they have faith in our
institutions, and there is no doubt that the banks
will not be injured by the adoption of such a
system as this, because we know that now the
weaker banks can be driven to the wall and
crushed by the stronger banks. I am not
saying anything against the banks of this
country, and I do not think it is possible for
anyone to cast any slur against the management of
our banks. It is not for that purpose that I arise,
but, speaking for my own constituency, which is a
rural constituency, I say that ninety-nine out of
one hundred—leaving out the proprietors and stock-
holders in the chartered banks—would say, Give us
a national currency. The Government can very
easily arrange the conditions with the banks on
which this could be carried out. This has been
done already to a certain extent, first in prohibit-
ing the banks from issuing the bills as low as §1 and
$2, and then in prohibiting them from issuing notes
as low as $4. ’lPha.t was done without any injustice
to the banks. Why should not the Government go
further? That measure has been accepted by the
people of this country, and they know that it is
Mr, Hessox.

the best security they can have except the gold in
their vaults, and I doubt if even that is as good.
When this return comes down, perhaps I may
have a chance to again address the House on the
subject, but in the meantime I move this reso-
lution.

Mr. CASEY. The motion just made by the
hon. gentleman, coupled with his remarks, which
were rather discursive, leads me to believe that
the object of his motion and of his speech is to
point out the necessity for a greater measure of
security in our national currency. I think that is
the general drift of his remarks. As I said, his
speech was so discursive and dealt with so many
points that I am not quite positive as to the exact
means by which he proposed to give greater
security to our currency. But I think that I did
gather that, in his opinion, the GGovernment should
issue all the currency issued in the country. If
I amn mistaken in that interpretation of his
opinion, I hope he will correct me. If that
be his view, it is a matter deserving of very
serious consideration, whether we should endorse
his view or not, for it is possible to raise a very
grave objection against the Government as the
source of issue for the whole currency of the
country. If the Government are allowed with-
out limit, or even within very wide limits, to issue
legal tender as a means of carrying on the business
of the country, as a means of paying the obliga-
tions of the country, complications are very apt to
arise. Governments have not the means of gaug-
ing the necessities of the country as well as the
bankers have, they do not know, in fact, as well
as the bankers, how much currency the country
needs to carry on its business. They do not know
to what extent the commerce of the country can
be carried on, or is being carried on, by checks
and other methods instead of currencyas well as the
bankers know it. So that if the issue of currency
were left entirely in the hands of the Government,
it is very easy to foresee that this sort of
complication might arrive: The Government,
having to make large payments, instead of
having recourse to borrowing or other methods of
making those payments, might simply put on
the market a large issue of legal tender notes,
which, of course, would be redeemable in gold,
because I did not understand the hon. gentleman
to propose an irredeemable currency. Well, the
country being constantly flooded with a large issue
of redeemable legal tender notes, if that isssue
happened to be I excess of the actual wants of
the country for circulation, for purposes of cur-
rency, the result would be that very soon a large
quantity of these notes would come back to the
treasury for redemption, and it would be found
that the Government, instead of obtaining any
material advantage by the issue of this large
amount of currency, would simply postpone for a
comparatively short time the necessity of paying
in gold, or the equivalent of gold, for the services
they require. But, on the other hand, if my hon.
friend only means that it is the duty of the
Government to see that all public currency,
which is issued as money in this country, is
absolutely safe and is redeemable at any moment
in gold, I am prepared to agree with him most
heartily. 1 think it is the duty of every
Government to see that no public currency
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is issued as money which is not redeemable
in real money, that is to say, gold, at
any moment. Of course, we know that at pre-
sent, under the law giving note holders a first lien
on the assets of banks, there it probably in every
case, I may say certainly in every case, a sufficient
ultimate security for the note holder in the assets
of our Canadian banks ; that is to say, that when
banks fail and are finally wound up, it will be
found that there are sufficient assets to cover all
their notes. But in the meantime there will be
necessarily a discount of the notes of that bank,
.and even if the tithe occupied in winding-up be
very short, the man who has some of its currency
in hand when the bank fails, will lose the dis-
count if he has to use the notes immediately and is
not able to hold them until the bank is wound up.
I think it is, therefore, the duty of the Govern-
ment to devise some scheme by which, no matter
what may happen to the bank itself, the currency
issued by a bank should remain of a definite
value, an absolute par value. I am not, at present,
going into a discussion of the various means by
which this might be brought about ; it is certain
that we shall have another opportunity of doing so
during the Session. But I wish to urge the
.general principle thus early in the Session, even
before the Government’s Bill on the subject
is brought down, that it is the duty of
of the Government to take upon themselves any
risk that there may be in connection with the cur-
rency. The notes of chartered banks pass from
hand to hand without inspection. The poor man
takes them on his wages, the average -citizen,
whether poor or rich, takes them for the most part
without looking to see what bank has issued them.
Now, I say that it is the duty of the Government
of any country tn see that any currency which is
passed in this way, from hand to hand, without
inspection, is absolutely safe, that if there be any
risk in the matter, the country at large, and
not the individual note holder, should take that
risk. As I say, I hope to have another opportun-
ity of presenting one or two proposals as to how
this might be managed, and I shall not, therefore,
do s0 now. But [ am prepared to sustain my hon.
friend or anybody else who takes it up, in the con-
tention that nothing should issue as money in this
country which is not absolutely as good as gold,
which the Government does not guarantee to be as
good as gold. My hon. friend from Perth (Mr.
Hesson), in discussing the business of the banks,
said that the banks could not produce any gold,
that it was the exports which produced gold,
and that—I took down his words—*‘ there is
where the wealth comes from.” I understood
him to mean that when we exported a sur-
Plus of products and got the balance in gold,
that constituted the wealth of the country.
That is the good old-fashioned argument, Mr.
Speaker, in connection with the balance of trade.
I certainly would have thought that my hon.
friend, sitting, as he does, behind the Government
of the day, and supporting that Government,
would not have brought up that argument just
now ; for if it be true that the excess of exports
over imports is the measure of the wealth of the
country, if it be true that the amount of gold we
import is the measure of our actual profits, then,
Sir, the Government of the day have landed this
country in a very sad financial condition, because

for a long series of years, with one exception, our
exports have been less than our imports, and we
have imported less gold than we have exported, so
that during the whole term of office of the present
Government, with the exception of one year, we
have been going to the dogs, according to the
doctrines of the hon. member for Perth, and ac-
cording to the doctrines of the school to which he
belongs. In view of these facts, I am astonished
that he should have brought up this argument. I
do not believe, myself, that the test which he pro-
poses to the people is the true one, but I am
astonished that he should bring it up, and that he
should cast upon his leaders the responsibility of
the fact that we are apparently running behind
from year to year in our account current with
foreign countries. 1 do not think it is necessary
to say anything more at the present time with re-
gard to this matter, and I reserve a great deal of
what I shall have to say for a later opportunity.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am not
going to enter into the somewhat abstruse questions
which have been raised by my two hon. friends at
this moment, at any rate; but it is a convenient
opportunity of asking the hon. Minister of Finance
whether he will not, at a very early date, lay
before the House the proposals which the Govern-
ment intend to make with respect to any modifica-
tions they may see fit to propose in the bank
charters. I would suggest to him that these ought
to be placed before the House, and before the
country for a period of some weeks, before
we are called upon to go on with the formal
discussion, as no doubt the Government have
maturely considered the subject and have made up
their minds in regard to it. It has been referred
to in the Speech from the Throne, and, therefore,
we have reason to believe that the Government
havemade up their mind as towhat they ought to do.

Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman is perfectly
right in his suggestion that the Government have
been giving a great deal of consideration to the
matter, and in due course of time—and I hope it
will not be at a very distant period—the Govern-
ment will be in a position to lay before the House
the outlines of their measure. In the meantime
there is no objection to the present motion passing.
The two hon. gentlemen who have spoken have, no
doubt, aided in this direction at least, in directing
the minds of hon. gentlemen on both sides of the
House to what, no doubt, will form the subject of
a very important and intelligent discussion. I
think that I can promise the hon. gentleman op-
posite that it Wil{)not be a very long period before
the Government measure on this subject will be
before the House.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I trust the
Minister will be able to do so soon, because this is
a question on which the country ought to have the
fullest information for a period of some weeks be-
fore it is discussed in this House.

Mr. FOSTER. I might add that, before the
measure is brought down, the opinion of the
bankers will be obtained with regard to it, and
they will have an opportunity to lay their views
before the Government. They have held their
meeting, and I have an appointinent to meet a
deputation from them on Saturday to discuss the
proposed measure.

Motion agreed to.
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ELECTORAL LISTS.
Mr. CASGRAIN moved for :

Return of all the expenses generally incurred to this
day for the making of the Electoral Lists for the Do-
minion of Canada.

He said : This return can be prepared within a
short time, as it will not involve a great amount of
labor. The people of the country wish to know
the cost of printing the Electoral List, and a fair
estimate of the cost can now be made.

Motion agreed to.

REGISTERED LETTERS.
Mr. McMULLEN moved for :

Return showing the number of registered letters sent
to the Dead Letter Office during the years 1887, 1888 and
1889, up to the 31st December last.

Mr. BOWELL. In the absence of the Post-
master General I may say that if the hon. gentle-
man will refer to the return laid on the Table by
the Postmaster General he will find all the infor-
mation asked in his motion. That return was laid
on the Table to-day. The annual returns for each
year contain all the information asked. We have
no objection to bring down such a return if the
hon. gentleman thinks he will obtain further infor-
mation from it.

Mr. McMULLEN. 1 am willing to take the
information contained in the blue books up to the
30th June last, but I wish a return to cover the
period from 30th June to 30th December last. There
are clerks employed to do this kind of work, and if
the members have to ferret out all the information
from the blue books, they may spend all their
time in doing so, and do nothing else.

Mr. BOWELL. I have no objection to the
motion as amended, but I can assure the hon.
gentleman that when I occupied a seat opposite I
did precisely what he objects to do now. I have
spent hours, and sometime half the night, in trying
to find out what my opponents were doing.

Mr. McMULLEN. I do a great deal of that
kind of work.

Motion agreed to.

RETURNS ORDERED.

Return showing, by years, the cost of printing the Ordin-
ances and other official gapeys and %nbllca.tions in the
French language, from the time_of the Eassage of the
North-West Territories Act of 1877. The number of
copies of the Ordinances from time to time printed in
sald language. The number distributed, and the number
remaining in stock.—(Mr. Denison, for Mr. McCarthy.)

Return giving a detailed statement of receipts and
expenditures to 1st January, 1890, together W'tg state-
ment of the same for the half year ending 1st January,
1889.—(8ir Richard Cartwright.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the ad-
journment of the House.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned’ at
4.55 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
Fripay, 24th January, 1890.
The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o’clock.
PrAYERS.

CONTROVERTED ELECTION.

Mr. SPEAKER. 1have the honor to inform
the House that I have received from the Registrar
Mr, FosTER,

of the Supreme Court of Canada a certified copy
of the judgment of the said court in the election
appeal for the Electoral District of the County of
Haldimand, by which the appeal was dismissed
and the election declared void. In conformity
with chapter 9, section 46, of the Revised
Statutes, I have issued my warrant to the Clerk
of the Crown in Chancery to make out a new writ
of election for the said electoral district.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 13) to amend the Act to incorporate
the Alberta Railway and Coal Company.—(Mr.
White, Cardwell.)

Bill (No. 14) respecting the Port Arthur, Duluth
and Western Railway Company.—(Mr. Dawson.)

Bill (No. 15) to incorporate the Saskatchewan
Colonisation Railway Company.—(Mr. McMullen.)

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

Mzx. DOYON. Before the Orders of the Day are
called, Mr. Speaker, I wish to draw the attention
of the House to a fact which is personal to myself.
The Empire published yesterday a paragraph
couched in the following terms :—

“ AsENT MEMBERS.—There are still a number of mem-

bers of Parliament who have not yet reported at the
House. Amongst them are the following— 7"

Among several names cited, I find my own and
that of Mr. Ste. Marie, the member for Napier-
villee. I do not desire to cast blame on this
journal, which I suppose was badly informed ;
but, nevertheless, I must indeed state, in justice to
my colleague of Napierville as well as to myself,
that we were here both of us since the opening of
the Session. I would not have this false piece of
news hawked about by all the press, seeing that
it is of a nature to injure us in the eyes of our
electors; and if I might be so bold I would beg
this newspaper to correct the statement.

PRIVATE BILLS—EXTENSION OF TIME.

Mr. BERGERON moved, That the time for re-
ceiving petitions for Private Bills be extended to
Tuesday, the 11th February next, and the time for
presenting Private Bills to Tuesday, the 18th Feb-
ruary next, in accordance with the recommendation
of the Select Standing Committee on Standing
Orders.

Motion agreed to.

GREEN COVE BREAKWATER.

Mr. LOVITT asked, Whether the Government
have received any tenders for repairing Green Cove
Breakwater, County of Yarmouth? If so, have
they accepted any tender? If not, is it the in-
tention of the Government to make arrangements
for repairing this breakwater as early as possible ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Tenders were re-
ceived for repairing the Green Cove Breakwater in
the County of Yarmouth. Those tenders are re-
ceiving the attention of the Government, and I
hope in a short time that the proper one will be
accepted. When I say the proper one, I mean the
lowest, which is always accepted unless there are
reasons to the contrary. '

COPYRIGHT.

Mr. EDGAR asked, Whether the Copyright
Amendment Act of 1889 has yet been brought into
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force by proclamation of the Governor General ?
Has any correspondence taken place between the
Canadian and the Imperial Governments respecting
the Copyright Amendment Act of 18892 Is the
Government prepared to state to the House the
substance or the result of such correspondence, or
to lay it before the House at present ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The Act has not yet
beén proclaimed. There has been some correspond-
ence on the subject, and there is no objection to
lay it upon the Table in a few days.

POSTAL SERVICE IN LOTBINIERE
COUNTY.

Mr. RINFRET asked, Whether it is the inten-
tion of the Government to supply an every day
mail service to the Parish of St. Edouard (Riviere
Boisclair Post Office), in the County of Lotbiniére ?

Mr. COLBY. In the absence of the Postmaster
General, I beg to inform the hon. member that this
matter is under the consideration of the Govern-
ment.

TOBACCO SALES.

Mr. SMALL asked, Whether it is the intention
of the Government during the present Session to
amend the Inland Revenue Act, in so far as it re-
lates to the sale of tobacco ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. The subject is being con-
sidered, with a view to meet the wishes of the
trade, if it can be done without prejudice to the
revenue.

FISH-BREEDING ESTABLISHMENTS.

Mr. JONCAS asked, Whether it isthe intention
of the Government to continue, according to the
plan now followed, the creation of fish-breeding
establishments ? Or whether it is the intention of
the Government either to increase or lessen their
number ?

Mr. TUPPER. It isthe intention of the Govern-
ment to continue, according to the plan now fol-
lowed, the creation of fish-breeding establishments.
The question of increasing their number is under
consideration.

CATTLE DISEASE IN THE WESTERN
STATES.

Mr. INNES asked, Has the Minister of Agri-
culture made himself acquainted with the cattle
disease now prevalent in some of the Western
States, and has he taken steps to prevent its intro-
duction or spread in Canada ?

Mr. CARLING. No report of any special cattle
disease prevalent in the. Western States has
reached the Department of Agriculture, but the
quarantine of ninety days to which cattle from the
Western States are subject on crossing the Canadian
frontier, is sufficient protection to prevent the
introduction of any cattle disease into Canada.

CAUGHNAWAGA RESERVE QUARRIES.

Mr. DOYON asked, How much does the Gov-
ernment pay per square yard for the measuring of
the stone in the quarries of the Caughnawaga
Reserve? What is the name of the person em-
ployed in measuring this stone? Is this person

engaged in any other public employment whatever
in the said reserve ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. The Government pays 2%
cents per square yard for measuring the stone in
the quarries of the Caughnawaga Reserve. The
name of the measurer is Moise Lefort. He is also
employed as a constable on the reserve.

Mr. DOYON asked, What is the price per toise
charged by the Government during the years 1884,
1885, 1886, 1887, 1888, and 1889 against those per-
sons who have worked the quarries on the Caugh-
nawaga Reserve, in the County of Laprairie ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. The Government charged
per toise during the years 1884, 1885, 1886, 1887,
1888, and 1889, $1.50 for stone of large dimensions
and $1 per toise for rubble.

Mr. DOYON asked, Whether the Government
are prepared to lay on the Table of the House the
report of the operations carried on by McLea Wal-
bank in the Caughnawaga Reserve, in the County
of Laprairie? If they are so prepared, when do
they intend so to do? If they are not, what reason
have they to offer ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Thereis noobjection to these
papers being brought down.

RELIEF OF SAMUEL MAY.

Mr. DENISON moved for leave to introduce a
Bill (No. 16) to confer on the Commissioner of’
Patents certain powers for the relief of Samuel
May. Hesaid: It appears that some time ago
the gentleman asking for this legislation bought a
patent, which, in the usual course, should have run
for fifteen years. It had only been extended for five
years of the fifteen, and I believe it is customary
to extend a patent for successive terms of five
years. At the end of five years he should have
paid a small fee and had the patent renewed for a
further term of five years, but through some over-
sight, or negligence, or forgetfulness, or want of
knowledge of the law, he omitted to do this, and
the Bill 1s to put him in the position he would have
occupied if he had made his usual payment at the
time. It iscustomary to give a patent fifteen years,
and through this oversight he has been deprived of
a valuable right.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

STEAMSHIP LINE BETWEEN VANCOUVER
AND JAPAN.

Mr. PRIOR moved for:

Copies of all correspondence between the Dominion Gov-
ernment and the Imperial Government, and between the
Dominion Government and the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company, in regard to the granting of a subsidy to the
latter company for lines of steamships to run between
Vancouver, B.C., and Japan and Australia.

He said : My object in moving this Address is to
find out, if possible, when the correspondence I am
asking for is brought down, who is responsible for
the state of affairs now existing on the Pacific
coast in regard to the calling of the China and
Japan steamers at the port of Victoria. It seems
to me an extraordinary thing, as it must seem to
any other hon. member who knows the geography
of that part of the country, that a large subsidy
has been granted by this Government to a com-
pany to run steamers from the port of Vancouver
toChina and Japan, and that nothing was inserted in
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the charter in regard to their calling at the port of
Victoria, the capital of British Columbia. It
seems to me that, as that port pays a very large
amount into the public treasury—over a million
dollars was paid for the last twelve months in
duties and internal revenue—at the very least a
clause ought to have been put into the charter
making it imperative on the company who run
these steamers to call on the outward and inward
passage at the port of Victoria, especially as they
go within a very short distance of that port already
and will do so as long asthey run. At the present
time they go direct to Vancouver city on the
mainland, and according to the best nautical
authorities it would not require more than two
hours or two hours and a half for them to call at
Victoria. I may say that when the Imperial
agent—Sir Arthur Blackwood, T think—was outin
Victoria, he told several residents that he saw no
objection to the vessels calling there. I was also
informed by the right hon. leader of the Govern-
ment that he had requested Sir Charles Tupper to
interview the Imperial Government in regard to
this matter, and that Sir Charles had doneé his
best ; and I wish to find out on behalf of my con-
stituents why that has not been done, whether it
is the fault of the Imperial Government or of the
Dominion Government ; and what is the cause
that a clause was not inserted making it impera-
tive on the company to call at Victoria.

Motion agreed to.

CHINESE IMMIGRATION.
Mr. GORDON moved for :

Return showing: 1st. The total number of Chinese im-
migrants who have arrived in the Dominion of Canada
from the 31st March, 1887, to the 3lst December, 1889,
specifying the ports at which such immigrants have ar-
Tived. 2nd. The amount of fees or duties collected from

hinese immigrants during the same period. 3rd. The
number of certificates of residence that have been igssued
to Chinese, as provided for under section 13 of the Act to
restrict and regulate Chinese immigration into Canada,
since the passage of the Act. 4th. The number of Chinege
who have been detected in attempting to land in Canada
upon fraudulent certificates and who were prevented
by the courts from doing so. 5th. Copies of all corres-
ﬁmdenee having reference to the removal from office of

r. Vroman alias Mr. Gardper, and also all corres-
pondence having reference to the appointment ofa China-
man to the position of interpreter at the port of Van-
couver, in the place of the said Mr. Gardoer. 6th. The
number of Chinese who have passed through Canada in
bond for passage from Vancouver by steamer to China,
and the regulations that have been preseribed for placing
them securely on board said steamers to prevent their
disembarkation into Canada. 7th. The total number_ of
‘Chinese other than those in bond who left Canada during
. the firet mentioned period, and the number of return cer-
tificates that have been issued.

He said : It is not my intention at the present time
to detain the House by discussing the Chinese ques-
tion, my object being chiefly to get certain returns
which, so far, I have been unable to find in the
Trade and Navigation Returns. Perhaps my in-
ability may have arisen from an attack of “‘La
Grippe, ” but I have not the time to search for
that information. My desire is to have the whole
returns in a consolidated form, because, as this
House is well aware, the question of Chinese im-
migration is a very important one to British
Columbia.

Mr. BOWELL. Ihave no objection to brin
down the return asked by the hon. member.

Mr. Priox.

should like, however, to call his attention to the
fact that, as regards the fifth question, Mr. Vroman
alins Mr. Gardner never was an interpreter for
the port of Vancouver, and, consequently, no such
successor has ever been appointed. It would be im-
possible to answer the seventh question, because we
have no record of those who smuggled themselves
into the country and left it in the same way ; but
the total number of certificates granted can be
brought down. We will bring down all the infor-
mation on the subject in the possession of the
Department.

Motion agreed to.

THE ROYAL PREROGATIVE.
Order of the House for:

“‘Copies of al] correspondence between the Canadian and
the Imperial Governments relating to the provisions of
the Dominion statute 51 Victoria, chapter 43, whereby it
was provided that, notwithstanding any Royal preroga-
tive, no appeal shall be brought in_criminal cases from
Canadian courts to the Imperial Privy Council,” being

read,

Mr. EDGAR. The question involved in the
papers which are traversed in this motion is one of
very considerable importance. It involves the
question of the right of this Parliament to regulate,
restrict, and indeed to abrogate the Royal Prero--
gative in cases where this Parliament had legisla-
tive powers to deal with the matters in question.
It appears that, inthe closing days of last Session,
a return was laid on the Table of the House which
contained an Order in Council, with a very full and
able report from the Minister of Justice upon the
subject of the legality of this Act, or at least on
the subject raised by the Home Government as to
the propriety of this Parliament passing such an
Act. Thad not seen that return when I placed
this motion on the Notice paper. I am very glad
to be able to concur in the position taken by the
Minister of Justice in-that very able paper. Init
he sustains very skilfully and firmly the right of
Canada to legislate even questions involving the
Prerogative of the Crown. He succeeded, as the

| papers show, in his contention, just as I think all

Canadian statesmenhave succeeded, and willalways
succeed, when they respectfully and firmly insist
before the Imperial Government that Canada shall
have the fullest right to self-government in all re-
spects. I hope the papers which the Minister of
Justice has to-day promised to lay before the
House very soon, on the question which has arisen
between Canada and the Imperial Government as
to the right of Canada to legislate on the subject
of copyright, will also show that the Minister has
sustained the same sturdy Canadian ground, and
has been equally successful. I'beg to withdraw
the motion.

Motion withdrawn.

FRESH BEEF IMPORTATIONS.
Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland) moved for :

Return showing the quantity of fresh beef imported into
Canada from the United States during the fiscal year end-
ing 30th June last, and also for six months ending Slst
December last, distingnishing by Provinces.

He said : The reason I moved this motion is that
during last year fresh beef was brought into the
Maritime. Provinces from the United States in
such very large quantities as to affect the interests of
our farmers in that respect. I have turned to the
Trade and Navigation Returns, butI cannot find
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any information as to the extent of the fresh beef
imports. Under the genera,l head of beef appears
to be included all beef imported, whether in bar-
rels salted or in quarters or carcases fresh. An
examination of the returns of some years past
show that the imports of beef have very largely
increased. I find that in 1880 we imported into
New Brunswick and Nova Scotia only 364,148 lbs.
of beef for home consumption. There was a small
increase in that quantity in each year until 1886,
when it reached 1,173,325 lbs. Since that time it
has increased very rapidly indeed. In 1887 the
imports reached 1,520,337 lbs.; 1888, 2,507,335
Ibs. ; 1889, 3,210,351 lbs., showing an increase
during last year of 1,200,000 lbs. I believe this
very large increase during last year is due to the
fact of the large import of fresh meat from the
United States. It will, no doubt, seem strange to
many members of the House that in a country like
the Dominion of Canada, from which we export to
Great Britain beef cattle to the amount of
nearly six millions of dollars, that there should be
any import of meat from the United States ;
and an examination of the facts connected
with this trade would, I think, interest
the members of this House, and show to them
that the importation of meat is largely due to the
mode in which this business is carried on.
large exporters in Chicago and other points of the
west ship the meat in large quantities in re-
frigerator cars. They have large buildings
specially prepared for storing this meat, from
which they distribute it to those local markets as
from time to time they require it, and during the
last few years they have been pushing this business
in the Maritime Provinces to a greater extent than

before. Now, every one acquainted with the
matter knows that the cost of shipping
live stock a distance of 100 or 150 miles

is fully equal to one-half cent per pound on the
dressed weight. I venture the assertion, although
I have not the figures here, that these large
exporters are able to ship their dead meat to the
Maritime Provinces at a cost which is not in excess
of what farmers 150 miles away from our markets
would have to pay. Sofarasthe cost of transporta-
tion is concerned, I believe that at the present
time the farmers of Illinois and Wisconsin have
practically as cheap access to our markets as our
own farmers who are only 100 or 150 miles away.
I notice a motion on the paper asking for an in-
crease of duty on fresh meat and also pork and
bacon, and I suppose this will come up some other
day for discussion. The result of our experience
for the past year in the Maritime Provinces has
certainly been in favor of an increase of duty upon
fresh meat; and whatever may be the action of
the Government in respect to other meats, I trust,
so far as this is concerned, that they will increase
the duty to at least double what it is at present.

Mr. BOWELL. I may inform the hon. gentle-
man, as he is aware, no doubt, that he cannot find
anything in the Trade and Navigation Returns
which would indicate the quantity of fresh meat
brought into the country. The returns, which are
made from the different ports, include all classes of
meats under a general heading, whether they be
salted or fresh, and hence it would be impossible
for the Department to give the information that he
seeks. Under the circumstances, I presume thav
the hon. gentleman will withdraw the motion.

The |'

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). If the informa-
tion cannot be obtained I will withdraw the
motion.

Motion withdrawn.

RETURNS ORDERED.

Return of all papers and correspondence between the
Ontario Manufacturers’ Association and the Dominion
Government, during the years 1883, 1884 and 1885, on the
%u(})jeet) of proposed legislation relating to factories.—(Mr.

idgar.

Return showing the total amount of exgenditure to
date on the Government Printing Bureau building, the
total expenditure to date on type, presses, and a1l other
printing and binding machinery and material placed in
the Bureau ; also the total amount paid in salaries and
wages to officers and employés in the Bureau, from the
1st July, 1889, to 1st January, 1890.—(Mr. Innes.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjourn-
ment of the House.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at
3.55 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
MoxpaY, 27th January, 1889.
The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o’clock.
PRAYERS.

PATENT ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. CARLING moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 17) to amend the Patent Act. He said :
The primary object of the amendments with re-
spect to the first two of these Bills, the Patent
Amendment and the Trade Marks Amendment, is
to remove the jurisdiction for the trial of cases
arising under them as they at present stand, from
the Minister of Agriculture or his deputy, to the
courts. The jurisdiction in the three Bills is made
uniform. It is placed in the Exchequer Court
concurrently with the ordinary courts having juris-
diction in such cases.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 18) to amend the Act respecting Trade
Marks and Industrial Designs.—(Mr. Carling.)

Bill (No. 19) to amend the Copyright Act.—(Mr.
Carling. )

REPORT.

Report of the Auditor General on Appropriation
Accounts, for the year ended 30th June, 1889.—
(Mr. Foster.)

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

Mr. DOYON. (Translation.) Before the Orders.
of the Day are called, Mr. Speaker, I again wish to
draw the attention of the House to a matter per-
sonal to myself. On Friday last, I drew the atten-
tion of the House to an article which appeared in
the Empire, stating that I had not yet taken
my seat. With a strict regard to truth, I must say
that I was here since the opening of the Session.
This is what, according to the Hansard, I then
said: —

“ Before the Qrders of the Day are called, I wish to-

draw the attention of the House to a fact which is per-
sonal to myse\li. The Empire of yesterday—’"
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That is to say, the Empire of the 23rd instant—
““has published a paragraph couched in the following
terms:

““ ‘ABSENT MEMBERS.—There are still a number of mem-
bers of Parliament who have not yet reported at the
House, Amongst them are the following :’

“ And among several names given, are to be found my
own, and that of Mr. Ste. Marie, the member for
Napierville. I do not wish to cast blame upon the jour-
nal which has published this piece of intelligence, be-
cause I think it has been misinformed; but I must in-
deed state in justice to my colleague of Napierville as
well as to myself, that we were here both of us since the
beginning of the session. I have no wish that this false
intelligence should be bandied about by the press, inas-
much as it is of a nature to injure usin the minds of the
electors; and if I so far could presume, I would ask this
newspaper to make this correction.””

Well, Mr. Speaker, this is the correction made
by the Empire after having published this false
intelligence :

““ Mr. Doyox’s ExpLaNATION.—Mr. Doyon, M.P., rose to
a question of privilege to-day. The Empire had stated
yesterday that he had not arrived at Ottawa. This was
8 mistake, as he has been here from the beginning of the
Session. He made this explanation, as otherwise his
constituents would think he had been on a ‘bum,’
This explanation was made in French and evoked much
langhter from the French members.”

Well, Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the House
whether if there are newspaper representatives
who conduct themselves like ‘‘ bummers ™ in the
streets of Ottawa, they should not be compelled
to act as gentlemen in this House. I
owe it to myself and to my constituents to
make myself respected here. If those young per-
sons do not know how to behave in the streets of
Ottawa, and are accustomed to haunt the lowest
drinking dives, and if they have not the decency
to conduct themselves like gentlemen when they
are in the deliberative assembly of the Dominion,
I insist that the orders be put in force and that
they be expelled. There is no need for correc-
tions made in such spirit. There are many amon,
those people, whom I might call ‘bummers,” di
I but know their names.

BANKING AND COMMERCE COMMITTEE.

Mr. LAURIER. I wish tocall the attention of
the Government to the fact that the name of Mr.
Edwards does not appear on the Committee on
Banking and Commerce. I think it should go on.

Mr. BOWELL. I remember distinctly seeing
the name written upon the list. 1 suppose it was
left out by some inadvertence.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I move that the
name of Mr. Edwards be placed on the Committee
on Banking and Commerce.

Motion agreed to.

SECOND READINGS.

. Bill (No. 13) to amend the Act to incorporate
the Alberta Railway and Coal Company.—(Mr.
Shanly. )

Bill (No. 14) respectins the Port Arthur, Duluth
and Western Railway Company.—(Mr. Dawson.)

Bill (No. 15) to incorporate the Saskatchewan
Colonisation Railway Company.—(Mr. Watson.)

POST OFFICE AT ST. EDMOND.

Mr. BEAUSOLEIL asked, Whether the Gov-
ernment have received a petition from the inhabi-
tants of St. Edmond, in the County of Berthier,

Mr. Dovox.

asking for the erection of a post office in the said
parish of St. Edmond ? If they have received it,
do the Government intend to grant the prayer of
the petition, and when ? If not, why not ?

Mr. HAGGART. There is no trace of any such
application in the department.

MONTREAL HARBOR POLICE.

Mr. CURRAN asked, Whether it is the inten-
tion of the Government to ask Parliament for a
gratuity to the sergeants and members of the Gov-
ernment Harbor Police Force, lately disbanded at
Montreal ?

Mr. TUPPER. This question is now receiving
the consideration of the Government.

WHARF AT STE. ANNE DE LA POCATIERE.

Mr. DESSAINT (Translation.) asked, Whether
it is the intention of the Government to repair and
bring to completion the wharf at Ste. Anne de la
Pocatiere, in the County of Kamouraska, as prayed
for in a petition from the Hon. Mr. Elisée Dionne
and others, iwhich petition was handed over to the
Department of Public Works, more than a year
ago, through the intervention of the member for -
Kamouraska ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN.
not yet been decided.

This question has

POST OFFICE AT PALMER ROAD CHAPEL.

Mr. PERRY asked, Whether a post office has
been established at or near the Palmer Road
Chapel, Prince County, Prince Edward Island, as
promised by the Postmaster General ? If so, when;
and who is postmaster ?

Mr. HAGGART. There has been no post office
opened at Palmer Road Chapel.

MR. RUFUS STEPHENSON.

Mr. BRIEN asked, Whether Rufus Stephenson,
late Inspector of Colonisation Companies, has been
in the employ of the Government since June 30th,
1889 ? If so, what were his duties, what his salary,
and amount of money paid either as salary ar ex-
penses, since that time?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Mr. Rufus Stephenson has
not been employed by the Government since June
30th, 1889.

CATTLE QUARANTINE STATIONS.

Mr. POPE asked, Is it the intention of the
Government to establish a cattle quarantine
station on the frontier at some inland port in the
Province of Ontario or Quebec ? If not, why not ?

Mr. CARLING. It is not the intention to
establish a cattle guarantine station on the
frontier at any inland port, either in the Province
of Ontario or Quebec. The reason ‘‘why not” is:
that the Government find it impossible to do so,
without imperiling the present advantageous posi-
tion between the Dominion and United Kin, sgm,
in virtue of which Canadian farmers can send their
store and fat cattle to Great Britain without re-
striction. It may become necessary, in consequence
of a recent intimation received from the Imperial
Government, to suspend for a time all importations
of cattle into Ca.n:zg.e from countries in which the
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disease of pleuro-pneumonia is known to exist, as
a condition of continuing to enjoy exemption from
being placed on the schedule list, which would
imply immediate slaughter on the Foreign Animals’
‘Wharf immediately on arrival.

POST OFFICE AT OYSTER PONDS.

Mr. KIRK moved for :

Qopies of all petitions and correspondence with the
Postmaster General or other officer of the Government
relative to re-opening a post office at Oyster Ponds, in the
County of Gugsborough; and also, copy of a report or
reports of the Post Office Inspector at Halifax thereon or
in'relation thereto.

He said : Oyster Ponds is the centre of a district
ten miles in extent. A post office had been in ex-
istence for a number of years at that place, but
five or six years ago, or perhaps longer, the office
was closed and has remained closed ever since.
More than a year ago I applied to the Postmaster
General to have a postmaster appointed there and
the office re-opened. 1 make the present motion
to ascertain whether the hon. gentleman is going
to carry out the request I made at that time.

Mr. HAGGART. The hon. gentleman desires
to know simply whether the post office has been
re-opened or not. It was re-opened on the 23rd of
last month, and Geo. G. Kerr was appointed post-
master.

Mr. KIRK. That will be news to the people in
that district. Before leaving on the 14th inst. I
saw a municipal councillor of the district, who lives
near Mr. Kerr, of whom the hon. gentleman spoke,
and he did not know there was a post office there.
I am glad to know from the Postmaster General
that a post office is to be open there and Mr. Kerr
appointed.

Mr. HAGGART. The hon. gentleman has mis-
understood me. I said that the post office was
ordered to be opened there on the 23rd inst. and
that Mr. Kerr had been appointed postmaster.

Mr. KIRK. I withdraw the motion.

Mr. LANDERKIN. By reason of action taken
last Session, postmasters in rural districts have
had their salaries reduced. I have heard a good
many complaints in regard to this matter. Hon.
members are well aware that the salaries of country
postmasters are not very great, and I understand
that, under the operation of the Bill passed last
Session, the salaries of postmasters in many small
places have been reduced. At some places, I under-
stand, the postmasters have refused to keep the
offices on the terms proposed by the Department,and
consequently some offices have been closed. If there
18 any class of officials that is not fairly used by the
Government, it is that of country postmasters. Last
year I complained in regard to the.salaries they
were receiving, and I stated that I had found the
average salaries of postmasters in rural parts of
my riding was $11.50 a year. It is absurd to ex-
pect that a post office will be kept open every day
when such a salary is paid, especially when, under
the operation of the same Bill, the Government
took power to give larger salaries to some post-
masters in cities who aﬁeady have large salaries,
and at the same time took away from tﬁe countr,
Postmasters the salaries they formerly enjoyed.
This is a considerable hardship. I wish to draw
the attention of the Postmaster General to the

matter, so that in future he will deal fairly, at all
events, with country postmasters, many of whom
keep post offices more in the inter

of the district than in their own interests.

Mr. HAGGART. Thehon. gentleman isentirely
mistaken. There was no Act passed last Session
with respect to this matter. The mode of calcu-
lating the pay has remained the same for a number
of years, and it is upon that principle country
postmasters are still paid.

Mr. LANDERKIN. The fact which I have
spoken of is borne out by matters which are
within my own knowledge, and which have come
under my own observation. Some officers have
had their very small salaries reduced, and, I am
told, that if they operated under the Act as
formerly existing, this would not have occurred.
This may be, however, in keeping with the
general policy of the Government, which is reduc-
ing the business of the country all over the
Dominion. :

Motion withdrawn.

POST OFFICE AT LITTLE DOVER.
Mr. KIRK moved for:

Copy of all petitions and correspondence with the Post-
master General, or other officer ofthe Government, rela-
tive to establishing a post office at Little Dover, in the
County of (}uysboroug%, and mail communication to
connect it with Cape Canso, and also a copy of the report
of the Inspector at Halifax thereon.

He said : Little Dover is a fishing village situated
about five miles, or, perhaps, a little more, from
the town of C#pe Canso, and, up to the present
time, the inhabitants of that village have had no
post office nor any postal communication whatever.
AbouttwelvemonthsagoIapplied to the Postmaster
General to establish a post office in connection
with the office at Cape Canso, but no post office
has as yet been established there. There are
about thirty-seven families at this village, and they
have to journey to Cape Canso to get their mail
matter. A post office established there would
not only serve the thirty-seven families who are
resident there, but it would also be a great con-
venience to those who come from other sections of
the country to fish in Little Dover during the
summer season. I, therefore, wish to enquire
from the Postmaster General, through this motion,
whether he intends to establish this post office for
the convenience of the residents of this place as
well as for the convenience of the summer visitors ?

Mr. HAGGART. I ordered an enquiry to be
made into the establishment of a post office at
Little Dover or Dover Bay, and I found that the
revenue from a post office established there would
be likely $15 and the cost of service $20. As the
receipts so nearly balanced the expenditure, I
ordered the post office to be established there.

Mr. KIRK. After the satisfactory answer
given by the Postmaster General, there is no
necessity for passing the motion, and I beg to
withdraw it.

Motion withdrawn.

POST OFFICE AT CORINTH.

Mr. LANDERKIN. While on this subject, I
might bring another matter to the attention of the
Postmaster General. Some two or three years
ago, when the present Minister of Agriculture was
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Postmaster General, he wrote a letter informing
the people of the Township of Bentinck, at a place
called Corinth, that a post office would be opened
there. Up to this time the pledge of the hon.
Minister has not been redeemed, and the office has
not been opened, although the people are still
anxious to have the office established. I brought
the matter to the attention of the present Post-
master General last Session, not only in the House,
but I also spoke to him outside the House, and I
was informed by him that he would give this
matter his attention, and I supposed he would
carry out the pledge of the former Postmaster
General. I draw his attention again to the fact
that the office has not yet been opened, as I wish
the responsibility of failing to carry out the pledge
given the people should rest upon the shoulders of
the Government, for I do not wish to be blamed if
the ministerial pledges are not kept.

THE JESUITS’ ESTATES ACT.

Mr. O'BRIEN moved :

That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency
the Governor General, praying that His Excellency will
be pleased to Jay before the House, copies of the reports
or opinions of the Law Officers of the Crown _relating to
the Act passed by the Legislature of the Province of
Quebec, intituled: ““ An Act for the settlement of the
Jesuits’ Estates,” and also copies of the case or cases or
other documents or reports submitted to the said Law
Officers, or to Her Majesty’s Secretary of State for the
Colonies, in relation to the said Aet, and upon which the
said opinions were obtained, and also all the despatches
and correspondence in reference thereta.

He said : This motion, Mr. Speaker, is intended
to obtain from the Government some information
with reference to the terms, or the conditions and
circumstances, under which the opinions of the
law officers of the Crown, with reference to the
constitutionality of the Jesuits’ Estates Bill, were
obtained. It is obvious that the value of that
opinion must largely depend upon the conditions
on which the case was presented; upon any
correspondence which accompanied the Bill, and
upon all the attendant circumstances, This is
especially necessary, because the opinions them-
selves are so worded that they may be confined
within the most technical and narrow sense, or
else they may embrace the widest and most general
sense. That can only be decided when we know
the conditions under which these opinions were
obtained. I want to know whether any case was
presented by the hon. Minister of Justice or by
anyone on behalf of the Government, and whether
the Bill itself was sent or what documents accom-
panied it. I think it is but justice to the Govern-
ment, who presented this as so conclusive and so
authoritative an opinion that no appeal could
possibly prevail with regard to it, and I think it is
also in justice to those who were called on to
accept that opinion, that we should have this in-
formation. 1 have only further to say, Mr.
Speaker, that I think it rather unfortunate that
when the Government found it necessary to
fortify themselves with this opinion, after their
very positive declaration of their own confidence
in the course they had taken, that they did not do
what a great many of their supporters wished
them to do, and submit the case to some legal
tribunal where it could fairly and manfully be
fought out, and where both sides of the case could
be presented. Had that been done, a great deal
of ill-feeling and irritation would possibly have
Mr. LANDERKIN.

been prevented, and public opinion, instead of
being intensified and aggravated, would be satisfied
and calmed. However, the Government did not
choose to take this course, and I think we have
therefore the right to ask for the information
which is called for in the resolution which I have
read.

Motion agreed to.

LOYALTY TO HER MAJESTY.

On the Order: :

Address to Her Majesty, declaring the desire of the
Commons of Canada, in their own name and in behalf of
the people whom they represent, to renew the expression
of their unswerving loya.ltga.nd devotion to Her Majesty’s:
person and Government ; &c.—(Mr. Mulock.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would ask my
hon. friend to let that stand over until I have an
opportunity of conversation with him.

Motion allowed to stand.

TIGNISH BREAKWATER.

Mr. PERRY moved for:

Statement, in detail, showing the expenditure made
in connection with repairs to Tignish breakwater, Prince
Edward Island, during 1839 ; the date of commencement
of work, and when completed; the name of party in
charge of work.

He said : I desire to say a few words in explan-
ation of the reason why I make this motion. It
will be remembered that, last year, I informed the
Minister of Public Works that a great deal of money
spent on the Tignish and other breakwaters in
Prince County found its way into the pockets of
private individuals instead of being expended on
the works themselves. I informed him that a
gentleman was acting there on behalf of the Gov-
ernment, buying material and trying to go on with
the work at the wrong season of the year. The
Minister’s answer to me was that he knew nothing
at all about it ; yet it was impossible for me to be-
lieve that that gentleman could be going on with
the work without having direct instructions from
the head of the department. On returning home 1
found that he was still in charge. The expenditure
there may have been in the vicinity of $1,000; I
believe this gentleman kept the work going for over
three months, so that, at the rate of $3 a day, he
would have drawn about one-third of all the money
expended ; and all this was done in order that the
boys of two or three friends about the place should
receive employment, to the exclusion of other men
who were able to earn their wages. The whole of
that work should have been done in a month or six
weeks, but it was delayed in order that this par-
tisan friend should get $300 or $400 of the money,
whereas less than $100 would have been quite suf-
ficient for the superintendence of the work. Iwish
also to call the attention of the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries to the fact that at least half-a-dozen
gentlemen who carried on the work there turned
the tower of the Tignish lighthouse into a cooking
house. I say it is wrong that the public lighthouses
of this country, which are for the protection of the
lives of mariners and fishermen, should be used in
this way. Itrust thatthe Minister of Public Works
knows a great deal more of what has been done
during the season of 1889 in connection with the
breakwater at Tignish than he did last year. Last
year he said he knew nothing at all aboutit. He
did not know that Mr. Thomas Bernard was
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appointed inspector of the work. He said that in
due time a clerk of the Government would be
appointed to take charge of the work, while at the
same time Mr. Bernard was in charge. I asked
my question on the 10th of April, and on the 12th
the Minister made these remarks; and I am
aware that the work had commenced late in March
or carly in April. I trust that these papers will be
brought down in good time, in order that the
House may be put in possession of all the facts.

Motion agreed to.

KAMOURASKA WHARF.
Mr. DESSAINT (Translation) moved for :

Copies of the accounts connected with the building of
a wharf at Kamouraska, in the Province of Quebec, made
up during the course of the year 1889.

He said : Before placing this motion in your hands,
Mr. Speaker, I desire to make some remarks in its
support. Itis not a declaration of war which ITam
going to make on the Government, and I am sure
that they will take in good part the few words I
am going to utter. In 1886, I think, the Dominion
Government, at the request of Mr. Blondeau, gave
orders for the building of a wharf at Kamouraska.
In ordering the construction of this wharf the
Governmment naturally thought that it was neces-
sary, indispensable in fact ; and I must state that
when my predecessor made this request, he did it
not only in the interests of his county, but in the
interests of the country in general. Therefore, so
far from blaming the Government for having taken
action in this matter, I think that they rather
deserve to be congratulated thereon. Inthe autumn
of 1886, the Government caused certain- works
to be constructed, but unfortunately at a too
advanced time of the season, for the works were
not able to be finished and the ice demolished
them in part during the course of the winter.
The consequence was that from 1886 to 1889
we remained without any wharf. They were
obliged to break up the new wharf and pile the
wood on the old one. In this way for three years
we were in a worse position than before. The old
wharf was encumbered by pieces of timber belong-
ing to the remains of the wharf begun by the
Government ; and the stone which was used to fill
up this wharf remained on the site, so that at the
end of the Taché wharf was found an immense mole
of stone from eight to ten feet in height and more
than one hundred feet in length. This obstacle
made the mooring to the wharf almost impossible ;
and placed the harbor in a most dangerous condi-
tion for navigation. In fact several vessels in the
autumn storms chanced to be thrown upon this
mole of rock and suffered damage to a greater or
less extent. In the month of November, 1888, I
think, three sailors were shipwrecked there and
nearly lost their lives. Captain Belanger, his
brother and a sailor almost lost their lives
on that spot. In going ashore from their
schooner with their boat alongside—it was
during a dark mnight—their boat capsized on
this reef and they were barely able to gain the shore
by swimming, driven onwards by the surf which
pushed them to the strand. Unfortunately for the
Government, they werethree of their political friends
who thus narrowly escaped with their lives, owing
to the negligence and want of foresight of the Gov-
emmilt, ut happily for them Providence saved

them. I thought it my duty as member for Kamou-
raska to bring these facts to the knowledge of the-
Minister of Public Works. I must say to his credit-
that after the facts had been made clear to him,
1he hon. Minister took them into consideration, and.
did what was right, as it was his duty tode. T am
not addressing myself to him in order to curry
favor. I have no right to it, because I am not &
supporter of the Government ; but I speak in the
interests of the public. Last year, the hon.
Minister ordered the building of the works
anew; a portion of the works as planned
was carried out; and I must say that this
time they have been constructed in a practical
manner, and the work done is in accordance with
the requirements of the situation. But this is not
all,—only a beginning of the wharf has been made.
The wharf as determined upon was to be two hund-
red feet in length, and to end in the form of a T,
Well, the portion now completed may be about
one hundred feet in length ; and the wharf as
planned was to have at least two hundred feet. I
have no doubt that,having regard to circumstances
and the needs of navigation in this quarter, the
hon. the Minister of Public Works will take
again this question into his serious consideration,
and will complete the works as contemplated accord-
ing to the plans furnished by the department.
I have the greater excuse for making the request
I have done, inasmuch as the design of the Govern-
ment was to build the works in the manner I have
just indicated. When the Government thought it
good to order the construction of these works,it was
because there was need of them, for there is truly
a_considerable trade carried on at Kamouraska.
Navigation opens early with us; and several days
before it is open at Quebec, we have twelve or
fifteen schooners in our port. The county of
Kamouraska is essentially an agricultural one,
which produces in abundance hay, oats and other
grain which are exchanged with the people of the
county of Charlevoix for cord wood, the principal
article of commerce of the latter. At all times
there has been quite a trade carried on between
the north shore and the south shore, and I would
venture to say that the harbor of Kamouraska is
not only a harbor of refuge for the inland naviga-
tion, but that it is perhaps the most important
harbor as regard local traffic on the lower part of
the river, with the exception of that of Fraserville.
Such being the facts, I say that the Government
are right in continuing the work begun; and I
will add that they should carry on these construc-
tions by contract and not by day work, as has
been done in the past. I am persuaded, and I
think the hon. the Minister of Public Works, who
has had more experience than I have in such mat-
ters, will admit that if these works were done by
contract the Government would save nearly 50 per
cent. I think, seeing how the case stands, the Gov-
ernment would encourage inland navigation by the
completion of these works. We should not only
protect ocean trade ; we ought also to encourage
inland navigation, and protect the poor sailors
who are engaged in so laborious an occupation,
and earn their livelihood at the price of so much
wretchedness and sacrifice. I am persuaded
that if the Government would give them-
selves the trouble to send to these parts an
engineer who would ascertain the needs of the
locality, instead of relying on a person who makes
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out the plans in his office, I am persuaded, I re-
peat, that the hon. Minister would order not only
the lengthening of the wharf he has commenced,
but that he would also cause to be made a pier at
Ile Brulée, which lies opposite to Kamouraska ;
which would allow the Saguenay Company’s
steamboats to run a regular line between Kamour-
aska, Malbaie and Quebec. I am persuaded
that all the facts which I have brought
out will be substantiated by the hon.
member for Charlevoix (Mr. Cimon), who is con-
versant with the considerable trade carried on
between the county of Charlevoix, which he repre-
sents, and the county of Kamouraska. I
venture to hope, Mr. Speaker, that the Gov-
ernment will take this matter into its serious con-
sideration, and that they will complete the works
of which I have just spoken.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN.
reply to the hon. member,
the first place, that there is mno objection
to the granting of his motion. No one can
find fault with either the shape or the man-
ner in which the hon. member has made his
motion in this House. Asto the contracts, of which
he spoke, asa general rule it is better to ask for
tenders and to allot the contracts according to the
tenders ; but there are circumstances where it is not
preferable, or, I might say, where it is not possible
to ask for tenders. For example, when the case in
point is a portion of work which is badly built, or
is old ; or, again, when the matter is the raising of
work which has fallen, it is always difficult to fur-
nish specifications sufficiently accurate for a con-
tractor to make a tender and not lose money by it ;
or, again, he will ask for too large a sum of money.
In cases such as these the Department of Public
‘Works prefers to give out its work by day-work.
As to an extension, of which the hon. member
speaks, if the Government decide to carry out this
piece of work, I am persuaded that it will be bet-
ter to have it done by contract than by day-work.

Motion agreed to.
AMERICAN FREIGHT IN BOND.

Mr. LAURIER moved for :

Copies of all Orders in Council or Departmental Orders
prohibiting American vessels from carrying bonded
freight from American portsto Victoria, B. C., or any
other Canadian port, and copies of all Orders in Council
or departmental orders revoking the same.

Mr. BOWELL. I would suggest to the hon.
gentleman, if he desires to obtain all the informa-
tion—as I have no doubt he does—that he should
add: “and the correspondence connected there-
with.” T think the correspondence should accom-
pany the departmental orders issued, though I
may say that it would be impossible for me at pre-
sent to bring down all that correspondence. I have
received important letters in connection with the
matter this morning, but I will bring down all the
correspondence we have, and, subsequently, we
will be glad to lay the balance of the correspond-
ence beire the House.

Mr. LAURIER. Do I understand my hon.
friend to move an amendment ?

Mr. BOWELL. I ask the hon. gentleman to
add those words, and at the same time I inform
him that I will not be able to bring down all the

col ndence at present.
%. DEssaiNT.

(Translation.) In
I must say, in

Mr. LAURIER. Is the matter under consider-
ation ?

Mr. BOWELL. No; but the correspondence is
still going on.

Motion, as amended, agreed to.

HALF-BREED CLAIMS.

Mr. LAURIER moved for:

Copies of all Resolutions of the Legislative Assembly of
the North-West Territories respecting the settlement of
the Half-breed claims.

He said : T understand that the North-West As-
sembly have made some important representations
to the Government as to the claims of the Half-
breeds. I have only seen the statement in the
newspapers, and am not in a position to speak in
regard to those claims, but I would like to have
the information as soon as possible.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They shall be
brought down at once.

Motion agreed to.

ATLANTIC MAIL SERVICE.
Mr. LAURIER moved for :

Copies of all correspondence between the Government
of Canada, or any of the Departments, and the Messrs.
Anderson, or any other parties, respecting the Atlantic
mail service.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I must ask my
hon. friend to allow this motion to stand over for
the present. The correspondence is very full, and
the contract provides for a certain time within
which the company may ask that the contract
should be cancelled. The contract was cancelled
at the request of the company, and the Govern-
ment are now proceeding in their endeavors to ob-
tain another fast line on the Atlantic. It would
not do to bring down correspondence with the
Andersons at present, because it would be giving
other parties information which it is not in the in-
terest of the Government to do.

Motion allowed to stand.

BANK OF UPPER CANADA.
Mr. McMULLEN moved for:

Return showing the lands sold and prices realised for

the same, as well as all sums of money realised from
other sources by Clark Gamble, acting for the Crown, in
the case of the Bank of Upper Canada; also all payments
mage by him in connection with said bank, and to whom
maae.
He said: I desire to state that I do not reflect
upon the standing and honor of the parties who
were connected with the winding-up of the Bank
of Upper Canada, but I have been requested by a
party who is, I believe, in some way interested in
the matter, to ask for this return. I do not wish
to be understood as making any insinuations
against anyone.

Motion agreed to.

CANADIAN COMMISSIONERS ABROAD.
Mr. Mc(MULLEN moved for :

Return giving the names of each Commissioner or
other Agent appointed by the Canadian Government since
Confederation to the 30th June, 1889, on missions to
foreign countries; the salary paid per month or year;
the total amount paid for salary, travelling expenses,
llvmﬁ allowance, and all other e:sg&eum of anykind, dur-
ing their term of office up to the 80th June, l8§.



101

[JANUARY 27, 1890]

102

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Although the
hon. gentleman could, if he exercised his usual zeal
and energy, and diligence, get this information for
himself, yet, as these officers are exceptional
officers, I have no objection to this motion.

Motion agreed to.

SALARIES AND EXPENSES OF MINISTERS.
Mr. McMULLEN moved for:

Return showing the names of each Minister of the
Crown from Confederation to 30th June, 1889. The
amount of money drawn by each during each year of
their term of office,under thetollowing heads: Salary,
sessional allowance, travelling expenses, and all other
sums drawn or paid under_any ofher head, during their
term of office until 30th June, 1889. The total amount
paid to each up to the same date.

He said: In movjng this resolution again, which
is virtually a copy of the one I brought before the
House a few days ago, and which was withdrawn
at the suggestion of the leader of the Opposition, I
do so in order to be in a position to lay before my
constituents and before the country a statement of
the expenses which have been incurred under the
head of Government and by members of the GGovern-
ment. When this resolution was brought before the
House on a previous occasion, the First Minister
took objection to it on the ground that it would
cost a great deal to comply with its terms. Iwould
willingly cut down the time to the last ten years,
from the 30th June, 1879, to the 30th June, 1889,
but my reason for including the whole of this time
is that hon. gentlemen opposite might object to a
return which would simply include the period dur-
ing which they themselves were in power, leav-
ing out the time when hon. gentlemen on this
sidle were in power. I repeat to-day what
I said then: That the people of this country
are of opinion that the expenses connected
with the several departments and the heads
of those departments, and the expenses incurred
in connection with the discharge of the official
duties of Ministers of the Crown, are far in
excess of the power and ability of the people of
this country to support. If we are going to cut
down the public expenses—and I am sure there
never was a time more opportune than the present,
as everyone who knows the condition of this
country will agree with me in saying—it is our
duty to begin at home and to begin with the heads
of those departments. After adjusting the ex-
penses which are excessive in that regard, we may
go on and deal with other matters, and see if we
cannot brin%lthe annual expenses within such an
amount as the people who have to pay the taxes
can bear. That is my object in making this
motion. When I brought this matter before the
House on a previous day, the Minister of Customs
thtew out the hint that I could gather the in-
formation out of the blue books. I do not believe
that members of Parliament are supposed to make
book-worms of themselves. The I\finister himself,
when he sits in his easy chair in his office, does
not supply himself with the information he needs
from ‘the documents in his Department, but he
simply touches a bell which is very close to his chair,
and calls on his subordinates, who come dancing
around him and give him all the information that
he requires. I would like to know if a man who
receives a salary of $7,000 a year, and a sessional
allowance, and a considerable number of perqui-

sites in addition to that, is not better entitled to
perform the duties of searching through all the
documents and Public Accounts than an humble
member of this House who only gets a sessional
allowance. Now, I say that it is unfair for the hon.
gentleman to cast up that insinuation. In the first
place there are a number of Orders that passed this
House for returns that could be very easily picked
up if the people were only willing to search the
blue books. If there is one duty at all devolving
more especially upon the Opposition than another,
it is that they should closely and carefully criti-
cise the public expenditure in connection with
the several departments here, and in conjunc-
tion with the general service of this country.
That is one of the important duties devolvin
upon the Opposition ; and I want it understoog
that, so far as I am concerned, I shall ever en-
deavor to perform that duty. Now, there has
been a considerable amount of criticism with re-
gard to my bringing this motion before the House,
and I notice that some journals have taken a great
deal of notice of it, and challenged the propriety
of my doing so. I wish it to be distinctly under-
stood, Mr. Speaker, that I care not what criticisms
are made, I care not what sarcastic or scurrilous
remarks may be made ; when a duty of this kind de-
volves upon me I shall do it, regardless of all those
criticisms and insinuations, whether made by a
subsidised journal of the Government or any other
journal. I want that to be distinctly understood,
in the start. If they fancy that they can close my
mouth by these sarcastic criticisms, they are very
much mistaken. Now, Sir, I have given the rea-
sons why I moved this resolution. As 1 said before,
if the First Minister, or any Miuister, thinks it is
going to be a costly return to prepare, that it is
going to take a long time to get it, and if he is
prepared to cut the time to ten years in place of
twenty-one, I shall accept the amendment to my
resolution and be content with ten years.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I may say that
1 greatly sympathise with my hon. friend for these
very improper attacks made upon him in the
newspapers. It is the penalty, however, that all
men in public life pay for greatness—for bein,
active in assisting to carry on the Government.
am rather surprised, however, to see that these un-
worthy attacks on my hon. friend have not been
confined to the Conservative press. There are
some papets called Reform papers, so utterly de-
void of a proper sense of their duty as to sneer in
the most sarcastic way-—if they were directed
against myself, I would say, in the most offensive
style—at the action of my hon. friend. For my
part, I fully understand the course taken by the
hon. gentleman, and I quite appreciate the
patriotic motives that induced him to make this
motion. He wants to understand exactly what
the. cost of the Government is, what it has cost to
conduct the administration of affairs; but he has
not taken advantage of what has been suggested to
him when this matter was before the House the
first time, and he has not included, in his very
patriotic and proper enquiries, the costof the whole
administration of public affairs: the cost of legis-
lation—the cost of running the whole machine. He
has confined himself to the salaries and perquisites,
as he calls them, of the members of the Govern-
ment, and, while that is a very small portion of
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the expense, he has not obtained what he wants to
obtain—that is to say, what the whole cost of ad-
minigtration is, with a view of cutting expenses
down. Now, I think he ought to have gone on a
little further. 1In the first place, he ought to have
told us whether these salaries of Ministers are too
large; I think he ought to have gone on still
further, and told us if he thinks the allowance
made to the members of the two Houses of Parlia-
ment is excessive. He says the whole cost is ex-
cessive, but he does not descend to particulars, and
he does not in any way show how a reform can
be obtained. One thing rises in my mind, in
considering the speech of my hon. friend, and it
is this: The hon. gentleman has abandoned the idea
of being a member of a Reform Government, be-
cause if he had the most remote expectation of
coming over to this side—a position which his
abilities entitle him to claim—if he had the most
remote idea of that ever coming to pass, I do not
think he would have stated that the salaries of the
Ministers were too large. I might almost think
that he intends to abandon public life, otherwise
he would not be so stern an economist, and he
would not have attacked the amount of salaries
received by the members of the Government—not
a farthing too large, in my opinion :—but then we
are an extravagant Government, you know, Mr.
Speaker. We support the salaries and the allow-
ances made to members of this House. We have
no intention in the world of diminishing our own
salaries, or of proposing to diminish the salaries of
our successors. But for all that, Mr. Speaker,
supposing the hon. gentleman is right in his ideas
that great reform is required, that is not the
motion. He does not move for any reform. He
does not make any economical proposition, but he
merely wants to get a return, at considerable ex-
pense, which he can, with very little trouble, pro-
cure for himself. Now, that was proposed the
last time the hon. gentleman moved it, and there
seemed to be a general consent to that proposition
on both sides of the Chair. I shall oppose his
motion as one which is not called for. Itisthrow-
ing away money for nothing, and it is opposed to
the general economical principles of my hon. friend
himself.

Mr. LAURIER. My hon. friend behind me is :

certainly discharging an unpleasant duty when he
is attempting to look into questions of the expen-
diture of members of the Government. My hon.
friend opposite makes the admission that this is
an extravagant Government. That is well known
throughout the country, but I am afraid the hon.
gentleman does not want the whole of their ex-
travagance to be put in such a shape that every
elector can see it. It is objected by my hon.
friend behind me that we should not have to go
over -the twenty-one or twenty-two Public Ac-
counts published since Confederation, and he
wighes for a statement showing the whole ex-
travagance, by way of contrast, of the members of
this Government as compared with the extrav-
agance of their predecessors. * This is the object
which my hon. friend has in view. Of course, any
hon. gentleman can go over the votes of the
House for the last twenty years and pick out for
his own information that which might be brought
down in the form now desired. I do not see why
the motion should not be granted; itis a legiti-
Sir JorN A. MACDONALD.

mate motion, and nothing could be more plain than
that the people should have the fullest information
as to the cost of Government. The right hon.
gentleman says he has no intention to reduce the
salaries of Ministers. That is not the ques-
tion. The country knows exactly what Ministers
receive every year in the way of salary, but the
country does not know what they receive every
year by way of perquisites. This is what my hon.
friend has in view. I understand the perquisites
are almost as large as the salaries, and this of
itself should be a good reason why the motion
should be granted. :

Motion negatived on a division.

RETURNS ORDERED.

Copies of all Resolutions of the Legislative Assembly of
the North-West Territories respecting the application of
moneys voted by this House for the use of the said
Territories.—(Mr. Laurier.)

Copies of Orders in Council, despatches, correspon-
dence and documents relating to the resignation of the
Adpvisory Council of the North-West Territories and the
appointment of their successors.—(Mr. White, Renfrew.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the ad-
journment of the House.

Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at 4.40 -
p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
Trespay, 28th January, 1890.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o’clock.
PRAYERS.
FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 20) respecting the Goderich Pacific
Junction Railway Company, and to change the
name to the Goderich and Wingham Railway
Company.—(Mr. Porter.)

Bill (No. 21) to incorporate the Lindsay, Bohcay-
geon and Pontypool Railway Company.—(Mr.
Hudspeth.)

Bill (No. 22) to incorporate the Belleville and
Lake Nipissing Railway Company.—(Mr. Corby.)

Bill (No. 23) to incorporate the Belding-Paul
Company (Limited).—(Mr. Curran.)

Bill (No. 24) respecting the St. Stephen’s Bank.—
(Mr. Weldon, St. John.)

Bill (No. 23) respecting the North-Western Coal
and Navigation Company (Limited).—(Mr White,
Cardwell.)

Bill (No. 26) relating to the Canada Southern
Railway Company.—(Mr. Patterson, Essex.)

Bill (No. 27) to incorporate the Sault Ste. Marie
and Hudson’s Bay Railway Company.—(Mr.
Dawson. )

Bill (No. 28) to incorporate the Ottawa, Morris-
burg and New York Railway Company.—(Mr.
Hickey.)

BILLS OF EXCHANGE, CHEQUES AND
PROMISSORY NOTES.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved second reading’
of Bill {No. 6) relating to bills of exchange, cheques
and promissory notes. He said : The House will
remember that this Bill was introduced early last
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Session, and that considerable progress was made
with it. Before its introduction, even then, it had
been fully distributed throughout the country,
among institutions immediately connected with
commerce ; not only to the banks, but to chambers
of commerce and boards of trade, and to any
person who manifested interest in the subject.
That distribution resulted in a number of sugges-
tions,more of less valuable,emanating from banking
institutions and persons connected with trade and
commerce. Those amendments and suggestions
were eventually incorporated in the Bill brought
before the House when the House was in com-
mittee ; but, at a subsequent stage, it was considered
desirable, in view of the great importance of the
subject, and the necessity of having a fuller consi-
deration of it by members of the House, to with-
draw the Bill for that Session and introduce it
early in the present Session. That has been done.
In order to furnish further information the Bill was
distributed once more to upwards of 100 organisa-
tions and persons throughout the country. The
result of the second distribution was not to elicit
further suggestions of any importance ; and I have,
therefore, to invite the attention of the House again
to the Bill and to ask that it be now read the second
time.

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Minister of Justice
state briefly the particular changes made in the
Bill now under the consideration of the House,
from the Bill of last year, especially changes in
regard to notarial action ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The Bill is now in
precisely the state in which it was, with a few
verbal exceptions, at the time it was withdrawn
last Session. The hon. gentleman may recollect that,
after the second reading of the Bill and before
progress was made in Committee, the amendments
which I intended to make were embodied, in
galley form, in a Bill then distributed, not univer-
sally throughout the House, but pretty generally.
This is the Bill as then printed. I omitted to state
that the Bill has been distributed in advance of this
Session to members of both Houses.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second time and
House resolved itself into Committee.

(In the Committee.)

On section 2,

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I may say by way of
explanation that the second clause of the Bill con-
tains the definitions embodied in the English statute
on the subject of bills of exchange, with the excep-
tion, of course, of letter ““¢.” The English Act
defines that a banker is a person or body carrying on
banking, whether incorporated or not. Inasmuch as
our banking institutions in this country are
corporations, the definition has been made to cor-
respond with our system in Canada ; otherwise the
section is the same as the English law.

On section 8, sub-gsection 4,

Mr. WELDON (St. John). The words * or
order ¥ would not be necessary to make it trans-
ferable. This is the effect of thissection, isit not ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That is so.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Ido not know whether
the ruleis uniform in all the Provinces or not, but
where there hag been an endorsement by a party
in whose hands the bill has not been, as where the

endorsement is intended as additional security,
would that endorsement be accepted? There are
some advantages to endorsements of that sort by a
person in whose hands the bill never has been asa
holder. There have been some American decisions
that an endorsement by a party in whose hands a
note has never been as holder 1s only a guarantee
of the note, and the party cannot be proceeded
against until an attempt has been made to collect
the amount from those who would otherwise be
liable. Of course, the English rule is different. I
do not know whether it is uniform in all the Pro-
vinces or not, or whether it is the intention to make
it so.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think there have
been conflicting decisions in some Provinces on
that subject. )

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Does the hon. Minister
intend by this Bill to establish any rule?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Not by this section.
That is done hereafter.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). What is the mean-
ing of sub-section 5?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is to make a bill
negotiable, unless it is declared that it shall not be
negotiable. Some Dbills, instead of being made
payable to A. B. or his order, are made payable
simply to the order of A. B., and this is to declare
that such a bill is, nevertheless, payable to him or
his order, at his option.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). Is it necessary to
declare that ? Is that not already the law ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is the law now,
but it is a point that has had to be settled. We
are embodying a good deal of the common law in
the Bill

On section 9,
Mr. LANDERKIN.

meant in sub-section 3?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Any rate which the
bill may bear; and if it bears no interest, the rate
is provided for by the interest law of the country.
The object is to meet this difficulty in the common
law : that, in qrder to be valid, a bill or note must
be for a certain sum ; this section provides that it
shall be considered to be for a certain sum, even if
it specifies a certain sum of money with interest or
by instalment.

Mr. LANDERKIN.
terest ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The legal rate isat
present 6 per cent., but may be varied from time
to time by Parliament.

What rate of interest is

What is the rate of in-

On section 10,

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Thisis a clause which
I think elicited some discussion last Session. The
present custom is that a bill payable at sight has
three days’ grace, but it is proposed by this section,
as I understand, to make such a bill payable on
demand, the same as a demand draft or bill. I
would ask the hon. Minister of Justice to consider
the advisability of continuing the practice which
at present prevails in regard to sight bills.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think the discussion
which took place, of which I have some recollec-
tion, referred to bills payable at sight, and it was
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not intended by the Bill as introduced last Session
that days of grace should be allowed on sight
drafts ; but if the hon. gentleman looks at section
14, he will find that it provides that days of grace
will be allowed on a bill unless it is payable on
demand.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I think that would
not affect this clause, which provides that a bill
which is expressed to be payable on demand or at
sight is payable on demand. What I wish is that
there should be a distinction between the expres-
sions “‘on demand ” and ‘‘ at sight.”

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I do not agree'with
the hon. member for Renfrew. There has always
been a difficulty with drafts payable at sight, and
it seems to me it would be better to make such
drafts the same as demand drafts, without any days
of grace.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). In the discussion which
took place last Session, I think this distinction was
made. Bank drafts are usually made payable on
demand, when it is intended that they are to be
collected on presentation ; but, as was stated here
during last Session frequently, when a draft is
drawn payable at sight, the person on whom it is
drawn really owes the money, but is not able to
meet it at the moment, he has the three days’ grace
after his acceptance. That is the present custom,
and it seems to me that is a considerable conveni-
ence to the mercantile community. If it has not
at present the effect of law, it has the effect of cus-
tom, and I think it would not be well to make a
change in that respect. I hope the Minister of
Justice will give his attention to this matter, so
that he may provide that, instead of a bill payable
on sight being payable on demand, it should be
payable only after three days’ delay.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). This provision is
simply following the English law, by which a bill
payable on sight is payable on presentation. As
far as circumstances will allow, it would be well to
follow the same rule as the mother country.

Mr. BARRON. The custom has been to allow
three days’ grace on a sight draft, and I think it
would be dangerous to interfere with that estab-
lished custom.

Mr. CHARLTON. The commercial practice in
this country has heen to allow three days’ grace on
a sight draft, and I think it would be generally ac-
ceptable to the creditor as well as to the debtor if
that were continued, because, if those three days
are allowed, a far less number of bills would be
dishonored than if the sight draft meant payment
on presentation.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I feel the same in
regard to this matter, and I think the Minister
should yield. If the bill is to be paid on demand
it -should be so drawn, but I think it would be
very unfortunate to make a sight draft a demand
draft.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). The draft in that
case should be made one day or three days after
sight. I think, in the majority of instances, sight
bills are paid on presentation.

Mr. MITCHELL. 1T do not agree with the last

ker. We have a system which is well under-
stood by the farmers and the husiness men, and, in
fact, by all the people of this country, which is
Sir Joux THoMPSON,

that a sight draft has three days’ grace. Why
should we change that system and introduce a new
one? Iam sure the Minister of Justice, who is
always so anxious to meet the views of commercial
men in this country, will see the advisability of
making this change in his Bill.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. T understood that to
be the wish of the House last Session, and I meant
the Bill to be so drawn. The hon. member for
Renfrew (Mr. White) has called my attention to
the fact that a slight amendment will be necessary
in section 10, and I will, therefore, allow that to
stand for the present.

On section 12,

Mr. PATERSON (Brant).
law?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The present law is
very obscure, and this is intended to remove the
doubt in the same way as it has been done in the
English law.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Do I understand
that the parties would have to show the true date ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Yes.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). That may lead to a
difficulty.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is simply a choice
of the lesser difficulty. Perhaps the hon. gentle-
man has not given full consideration to the latter
part of the proviso in this section.

Is that the present.

On section 14,

Mr. LANDERKIN. Do you propose to recog-
nise civic holidays in cities and towns?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No; only those
prescribed by this Parliament and by the Legis-
lature of the Province. )

Mr. LANDERKIN. Because on civic holidays
banks and such institutions are closed up.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Is the provision re-
specting the date on which a bill will fall due the
same as the law as it now stands? For example:
Would a bill dated 31st January, payable one
month after date, fall due on 28th February, under
the law ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON.
sent Canadian enactment.

Mr. WHITE. Isit proposed to make any al-
teration in the law in that respect ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No.

On section 15,

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). Under the law of
the Province of Quebec, and also under the law of
the Continent of Europe, it is obligatory, not
optional, with the holder of a bill to send to the
referee.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That is so. In mak-
ing a uniform enactment on this subject, the
question is simply whether we shall adopt the law
of the Province of Quebec or that which prevails
in all the other Provinces. The hon. gentleman
is quite right in stating that, on the Continent of
Europe, the reference in case of need makes pre-
sentation obligatory. It was an unsettled point in
England down to the passing of the English statute,
but it has been definitely settled by enactment that.
it should not be obligatory.

Yes, under our pre-
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Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I simply wished
to enquire whether thiswas the English law. Tagree
that it is desirable to have an uniform practice
with the English law, because our business rela-
tions are much more extensive with England and
the United States than with the Continent of
Europe.

Mr. BARRON. The English law provides for
the insertion of the names of one or more persons
in case of need. Does the Minister intend to con-
fine it to one person?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The provision is the
same as the English statute.

On section 16,

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). Under our Code it
is provided that on a bill of exchange drawnin the
Province of Quebec it can be stated that there
shall be no protest, or, if a protest, that the costs
shall not be borne by the drawer of the bill. Not
only may the drawer do so, but also any endorser.
This has been found a very useful provision,
because it saves very large costs. Especially was
this the case when the system was in force some
years ago in Quebec of charging 10 per cent.
damages on a bill of exchange drawn on England,
and 6 per cent. on any bill of exchange drawn on
the United States, if returned under protest for
non-payment.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The practice to which
the hon. gentleman refers has been acted on in other
We have a provision of that
kind in the bill, and the only modification is one
that has grown up by usage: the adoption of the
short form of the words ‘‘ without protest.”

On section 17,

Mr. WELDON (St. John). T desire to enquire
as to how this provision will affect letters of credit ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I understand that this
Bill will not affect that subject. A letter of credit
can hardly be considered an acceptance of bills.
It is simply a contract, as I understand it, on the
part of the writer of the letter, that the bills
will be accepted. It seems to me that the remedies
will stand in precisely the same position under this
Bill as they would at common law. I may call the
attention of the Committee to the fact that sub-
section ‘“¢” has been inserted, as recommended by
the representatives of the banking section of the
Toronto Board of Trade.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I understand that
a letter agreeing to accept a bill which is not yet
drawn has been held good as an acceptance.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I understand such
letter ass an agreement to accept simply, and it is
hardly an acceptance of the bill.

Mr. BARRON. I believe the practice is that
banks frequently accept those letters of credit in
the form of an acceptance.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I do not think that
would be in any way effected by the bill.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). In the present mer-
cantile law amendment the party who draws the
bill would have a right of action under the bill.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I will give that mait-
ter careful consideration, and, in the meantime, we
need not allow the clause to stand.

On section 19,

Mr. WELDON (St. John). That section would
not bind the holder to take a qualified acceptance ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No. I may call the
attention of the Committee to one alteration that
was made in this section, in accordance with the
view that was generally expressed by the House
last Session. The House may remember, when the
Bill was under discussion last year, it contained a
provision that an acceptance to pay at a particular
place is a general acceptance, unless it expresses
that the bill is to be paid there only and not else-
where. That is, in fact, the provision of our present
statute as regards the Province of Ontario. I
think the feelings of the members from the Province
of Ontario was, that it was undesirable to continue
that principle, and that it should not be extended
to the other Provinces. For that reason the clause
was changed ; and, for the present, I have omitted
that provision.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). The bill must be
held to mean what it says. What is the use of
saying that a bill is payable at a particular place
if it is to be paid at some other place ? Ido not
think it is common sense ; and if it is the law of
Ontario, I do not think it is desirable to give bad
law to the other Provinces.

On section 22,

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I would suggest
whether corporations should not be given power
to draw or accept bills of exchange and promissory
notes. The law of England is indefinite as to
whether they have that power ornot. I remember
that, a short time ago, an action was brought
against an educational society, which was erecting
a building, and which gave a promissory note in
the course of business ; and I felt very great doubt
as to whether that note was valid or not. It
would be a great benefit to these corporations if
they had that power, which, it seems to me, could
not be easily abused.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The subject is pro-
vided for, as regards companies incorporated by
letters patent, under the Joint Stock Companies’
Act, and it seems to me that the effect of this pro-
vision will be to enable a corporation to make a
promissory note if the capacity to do so has been
conferred upon it by its charter. At present the
practice pursued by the Provincial Legislatures in
granting charters, is to make provision that the com-
panies shall have power to make promissory notes
and bills of exchange. We have heretofore objected
to Provincial Legislaturesundertaking to confer that
power, as being a power within our jurisdiction.
This provision will have the effect of removing that
doubt from provincial charters which purport to
confer that power, so that if the charter of any
corporation,no matter by what Le%islature granted,
confers upon it that power, it will have the right
to exercise it under this Act. Whether we should
go further and declare that any company should
have the power, whether its charter gives it the
power or xiot, seeins to me rather doubtful.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The language of the
gection, as it stands, is too indefinite to accomplish
what the hon, Minister states to be his object.
It refers simply to a general Act relating to in-
corporated companies, but would not refer to the
powers given by a special Act of incorporation.
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Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I propose to meet the
difficulty by inserting the word ‘‘such ” before the
word *‘ corporation.”

On section 24,

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). What would be
the effect of this clause, supposing the name of the
drawer of a promissory note was forged, and the
note after endorsation passed into the hands of
other parties? Would the fact of the forgery of
the drawer’s name make the note a complete
nullity, or would not the endorser be liable ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. This does not alter
the present law. It simply carries out the pro-
vision of the common law in the case of the
signature being forged.

On section 26,
Mr. MITCHELL. It appears to me there is

some inconsistency in this clause. The first part
provides that, where a person adds words to his
signature indicating that he signs for or on behalf
of a principal, or in a representative character, he
is not personally liable thereon. But then it says
that the mere addition to his signature of words
describing him as an agent, or as filling a represen-
tative character, does not exempt him from personal
liability. It seems to me there is some inconsistency
in that.

Mr. WELDOXN (St. John).
law. i

Mr. MITCHELL. It may be the present law,
but I understand this measure is intended to
improve the present law and to remove itsincon-
gruities. I would suggest to the Minister that
he should reserve that section, with a view to
consider and amend this provision.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. As the member for
St. John (Mr. Weldon) has stated, this is simply
the present law ; but perhaps the hon. member
(Mr. Mitchell) has misunderstood the clause, the
purport of which is to provide that, where John
Smith signs a note in the name of, say, the
Ottawa Manufacturing Co., he is not personally
liable, but if he signs the note ‘“John Smith”
and adds, ““ Agent of the Ottawa Manufacturing
Company,” as in that case he is simply adding his
own description, he is personally liable.

Mr. MITCHELL. Then, I understand that if in
the one case he signs the name of the principal, with
himself as agent, he is not personally responsible ;
and if, in the other case, he signs his own name as
the agent, he is responsible. I think that is
rather inconsistent, and it would be well for the
Minister to reserve that clause.

Mr. WELDON (St. Jobn). The English law
provides just the same thing. It would be well to
have this clearly defined in order to prevent any
doubt arising, and I think the adoption of the
English rule will remove any doubt.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have often objected to

That is the present

one thing in this House, and that is, the endeavor !

on all occasions to follow English practice and
English precedent, and to adopt the wording
of English laws. My hon. friend states that this
is the practice in England, and that where a man
signs as agent there is a very great deal of doubt
existing as to his liability. I say this section con-
tinues and retains that doubt. In my opinion it
Mr. MiLLs (Bothwell).

ought to be immaterial whether a man signs his *
name in a representative capacity, as agent for a
principal, or whether he signs the principal’s name
and signs his own as agent of that principal. My
hon. friend says people in the country know this
distinction, because it is the law. How many
people who are doing business with manufacturers’
agents, and the agents of various merchants and
others, know about that clause of the law ? They
may think, when they sign as agents of a manufac-
turing company, they are simply creating a liability
on the part of the company. My hon. friend and
the Minister both admit, and the Act itself states,
that if the agent signs as the agent of a manufac-
turing company, he is personally liable, in
addition to the liability of the company. Now, I
think that ought to be removed, and wherever a
man puts upon the back of a bill any explanation of
his attitude with a view of protecting himself from
liability, that should have the effect of relieving
him from personal liability, and only bind him in
his representative capacity.

Mr. BARRON. I would suggest to the Minister
that he had better add the words ‘‘ for the purpose
of identity ” after the word ‘‘ character ” ; because
I think it is wise to retain, as far as possible, the
wording of the English Act, as there are decisions
under the English Act which would help us,

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I am afraid that would
only continue the obscurity. Let the hon. gentle-
man reflect that some of the illustrations given
in the Bill are these: Where executors sign,
stating that they sign as executors, they are
nevertheless bound personally. Under this Act it
is intended that they should be bound. I think,
with respect to the remark of the hon. member for
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), we have, first of
all, to keep in view the great necessity for provid-
ing, in the case of contracts of this kind, plainness as
to who is to be bound by these contracts. In the
second place, this principle must be borne in mind :
that if there is any ambiguity in the instrument
itself the person who has the opportunity of remov-
ing that ambiguity is to blame for it, and should
bear the burden. We provide a distinct rule, and
in doing that we accomplish a great deal by re-
moving the obscurity that now exists upon that
subject. We provide that if a man desires not to
be bound himself, he must sign the name of his
principal to the instrument and declare that he is
merely an agent ; but that if he signs his own name
first he shall be personally bound.” When we have
laid down a clear rule upon the subject, the fault
will be clearly that of the person who wants to limit
his liability, if he does not follow that rule. If we
bad the subject to reconsider de novo, theremight be
some weight in the contention that where it ap-
pears in any way on the face of the instrument that
a person acts in a representative capacity he should
not be personally bound. The dithculty of chang-
ing the law upon that subject is not merely that
we are not following an English precedent—that
would be, as the hon. member for Northumberland

i (Mr. Mitchell) says, comparatively of little con-

sequence—but we would be changing the course
of the law which we have followed ever since
the settlement of the country, or, at any rate,
ever since the settlement of this question at com-
mon law, and we would be establishing a new
rule, and, I am afraid, introducing a great deal of
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inconvenience, because it would conflict with the
English law and with the common law which has
prevailed in this country for so long a time.

Mr. MITCHELL. I admit it is difficult to
follow the hon. gentleman, with his“great ability
and his great powers of speaking, and put-
ting forward his views in such a gentlemanly and
clear manner. The hon. gentleman says that it
would be altering the principles of the law well
understood for many years past. Now, I think
it has been a great and fertile source of litigation,
and a great source of revenue for the lawyers of
the country, to define what the liability of an
agent is, when he is personally liable and when
he is not. The hon. gentleman says it would be
wrong to depart from the principles of the common
law which have been so well understood. If I
understand the object of this Bill, it is to define
and make clear those parts of the law where
doubts have existed in reference to the usages and
decisions that have been obtained in past years
under the common law. Now, here is a very
strong illustration which could be given : that if
this legislation, now under consideration, is to be
worth anything, it is desirable that whenever a
point arises in the consideration of this measure,
affecting, as it does, the commercial law of the
country and extensive business transactions, the
single object is to describe when and where an
agent shall be liable personally and when he shall
not. What would be the natural conclusion
if we were to frame laws de novo upon that sub-
ject? It would be this: that in any commercial
document in which a principal was represented by
an agent, whenever the agent, in the execution of
that document, placed in words upon the face of
it that he acted as an agent only, he should not
be personally liable. That is clear. Why, then,
should the ambiguity be continued in this section
of the Bill? My hon. friend says that he has de-
fined when an agent is liable and when he is not,
by the words of the Bill. How many people
throughout this country will ever read that sec-
tion of the law? How many of the hundreds of
thousands of people who are carrying on business
and signing documents, acting for principals, will
ever know the fine distinction contained in that
section of the Bill? If that is the case, why
should we allow these men unnecessarily to get
into trouble and create a personal liability for
themselves which was never intended by the per-
sons with whom they are acting, nor by the
principals for whom they are acting? I think the
main object of this measure is to make clear the
law where it is doubtful now, and this is one
doubt that now exists, and I hope the hon. gentle-
man will reserve for consideration this section,
with the view of amending it.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I think the best
course to adopt is to leave the law of agency
completely out of this Bill. This section con-
flicts with the question of agency. The lability
of an agent does not relate to notes and bills of
exchange. I also remark that this section will in-
troduce a change in the law relating to agency,
which law is very satisfactory as it now stands.
Under the law of the Province of Quebec an agent
is responsible if he is a commission merchant ; he
13 personally responsible, even when he acts in his
capacity of agent, if his principal is in any foreign

country. That has been found very satisfactory ;
but if this section passes, that provision of the law
would be removed so far as bills of exchange are
concerned.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That is the law all
over Canada.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). That section also
would apply to all bills of exchange drawn from
foreign countries. It is most desirable that the law
as to agency should not be changed.

Mr. CHARLTON. The Minister of Justice is
no doubt well aware that a knowledge of the law
is the exception, not the rule, among business men.
1 take it that if a man signs his name as agent, he
does so under the belief that it exempts him from
personal liability. To insert a clause in this Bill
to hold him personally liable, when he thought he
was not liable, would hardly be just. The fact
that a man signs as agent is primd facie evidence
that he disclaims all personal liability. It is for
the party who drew the bill to obtain information
in relation to the party in question. But to pro-
vide by this clause that unless the party complies
with certain phraseology and a certain form,
although, in point of fact, he does explain what his
position is, or supposes he does so, is to work an
injustice. The fact that he has signed as agent
indicates that he is not the principal, that he has
not signed for himself, but as the agent of another
party, and that circumstance should exempt him
from personal liability. The clause now proposed
would work disadvantageously and unjustly in a
great many cases. :

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I do not think the
difficulty is so much as regards principal and agent
as parties representing estates, such as executors
or persons holding official positions. They sign in
their official capacity, and understand, when they
sign as executors or agents, that they are not hold-
ing themselves personally responsible. Clauses
might be inserted to cover this point. In some
cases a party signs a note or bill of exchange as
executor, not supposing that he makes himself
liable ; but, after a lapse of time, in consequence of
the failure of other parties, he is held to be liable.
Of course there are difficulties surrounding the
question, but the English rule might be followed,
that a party must expressly exempt himself from
liability.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The hon. member
for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) disapproves
of the provision on the ground that very few per-
sons are acquainted with the law. He must
remember that if this clause were cut out the com-
mon law would remain ; and if few persons are
acquainted with the statutes, still fewer have
studied the common law. In regard to the law of
the Province of Quebec, I understand the principle
of the law on this subject is the same. I have no
objection to allow the clause to stand, but I do so
with the understanding that I have in no way
modified my views in consequence of allowing
further consideration.

Mr. MITCHELL. The point I make in regard
to the hon. Minister’s last remark is this : Idonot
care whether the common law or the statute law
contains this provision or not, but I hold it is due
to the country that, where a man represents that
he ‘is the representative or agent of another, he
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should not be personally liable. That is the point
I desire to make. It is the duty of the Govern-
ment, in codifying the laws, to frame a section to
provide that when a man signs a document, purely
n his representative capacity, believing that he is
not making himself liable, at the same time the
receiver not expecting him to be liable, he should
not be liable. I think the hon. gentleman has
such great ingenuity and ability as to be able to
frame a clause to accomplish this object. As the
hon. gentleman has allowed the section to stand,
we will have an opportunity to discuss it again.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. On the other hand, we
should take care that innocent persons shall not
be given pieces of paper which are worthless.
Farmers receive many promissory notes; and if the
suggestion of the hon. gentleman opposite be
adopted, a man may sign himself as the agent of
some person, or as acting in some representative
capacity, and give notes which will prove to be
worthless, and thus escape liability. There must
be a distinction drawn. I do not see how this can
be done except in the words of the section. If the
person signs In a certain way he should be person-
ally liable; if he chooses to put after his name the
statement that he is agent of some company, that
fact should not allow him to escape liability ; it
might be that he was a lightning-rod pedlar or
something of thatkind. If a man signs ostensibly
for a company, then let the company be responsi-
ble, and no one else; but if he signs his own name
he should be held to be liable.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. We will allow the
section to stand, in the hope that hon. gentle-
men opposite will become convinced. When the
hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) is
almost convinced, he always accuses me of special
pleading.

Mr. MITCHELL. I regret that the tone of the
hon. gentleman’s voice was so low that I did not
catch the force of his, no doubt, very forcible re-
mark. When the question comes up again, I hope
to meet the hon. gentleman with a view to endeavor
to come to some common understanding whereby
innocent persons will be protected.

On section 30,

Mr. MITCHELL. 1think, Mr. Chairman, there
might be some doubt in regard to this section. It
uses the words “for value or not.” I would
quite agree that the holder ¢ for value ” of such a
bill should make the maker personally liable, but I
doubt the propriety of allowing the holder ¢ with-
out value,” or where a bill was fraudulently
obtained, to have recourse against the maker.
Suppose a man forces a bill out of another and
gives it to another party, that other party can
prosecute the maker.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). He cannot, because
he does not get it from the holder in due course,

Mr. MITCHELL. The wording seems to indi-
cate that here, but it may be that it is intended
that only lawyers can understand this bill.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I would like to asgk the
Minister of Justice if he has incorporated in this
Bill a provision that where notes are given for the
purchase of patent rights, they must have stamped
upon them *“ given for patent rights ?”

Mr. MITCHELL.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That provision is not
in the Bill, but it is in the present law.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I think we should have
a clause of this kind in the Bill. It is an important
provision, as a great many notes given for patent
rights are largely given fraudulently.

Mr. BURDETT. That provision is an Act of
Parliament by itself, and is not repealed by this
law. I intend to introduce a Bill directed against
this kind of rascality, and also against another
species of rascality adopted in our part of the
country, in relation to notes given for seed.

Mr. MITCHELL. I must say that I agree with
the hon. member for Frontenac (Mr. Kirk-
patrick). If we are mentioning exceptions in the
case of notes, all those exceptions ought to be in-
corporated in the body of the Bill.

Mr. MULOCK. 1 think it would be wise to
follow the suggestion of the hon. member for
Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick).

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. If we are consolidatin
the law in this respect, the matter I have referre
to should be incorporated in this Bill.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think that law is
better separate than it would be embodied in this
Bill, because that law aims at what may be re-
garded as a criminal offence. It is to protect
parties against certain fraudulent proceedings.

Mr. LAURIER. Would the hon. Minister ex-
plain what he means by the third sub-section of
section 30, referring to usurious consideration ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON.
Canadian statute law.

That is now the

On section 31,

Mr. WELDON (St. John). It seems to me that
when a person endorses a bill in a representative
capacity, the mere statement of that fact should
be primd farcie evidence that he does so without
making himself personally liable. This section

uts upon him the necessity of using words to re-
ieve himself of personal liability.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. A man may, for in-
stance, be bound by his duty as an executor to
endorse a bill, and this provision permits him to
aﬁil that he does so in his representative capacity
only.

Mr. MITCHELL. This sub-section is incon-
sistent with section 26, which states that the mere
addition to a signature of words describing the
signer as an agent or as filling a representative
character does not exempt him from personal
liability.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. On the contrary, the
sections exactly fit each other. This section is to-
provide that, notwithstanding the previous section
and that principle of law, a man may validly en-
dorse a bill as executor, and at the same time add
words stating that it is not binding on him per-
gonally.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I fancy that the diffi-
culty would be that if a note or bill went into the
hands of an innocent holder, how would he know
in what capacity it had been endorsed unless it
were so stated on the bill ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. This provision is to
mitigate the force of the principle laid down in
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section 26, in cases where persons are under obliga-
tion to endorse bills or notes in their representative
capacity.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I think there is a
good deal of force in what the hon. member for
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) says in regard to
the comparative ignorance of business men of acts
of this kind. Take, for instance, the case of the
secretary of a company. A note is payable, say, to
the National Manufacturing Co. ~ The secretary is
bound to endorse that .note, and he does so as
secretary of the National Manufacturing Co. It
seems to me that that ought to be sufficient notice
to the subsequent holders of the bill that he has
endorsed it in his capacity of secretary of the
company, and that it ought not to be necessary
for him to add any additional words declaring that
he is not personally liable.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Might I direct the at-
tention of the Minister of Justice again to section 12
of chapter 123 of the Revised Statutes, which pro-
vides that every bill of exchange or promissory
note given in consideration of the purchase of or
interest in a patent right shall have written across
the face thereof the words, ‘‘given for a patent
right.” That is the law now, but you are proposing
to repeal that law, and I do not think it would be
wise to do so. I hope the Minister will introduce
that clause into this Bill, because, by the schedule,
you are proposing to repeal it.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I have already made
a note of that.

Mr. MITCHELL. I donotthink any gentleman
in this House will suppose that my hon. friend on
my right (Mr. Charlton) is not a very intelligent
member of Parliament or that he does mot know
what the laws of this country are. I do not think
I am a fool myself, but neither my hon. friend nor
myself knew until now of the existence of that pro-
vision referred to by the hon. member for Fron-
tenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick). Therefore it shows the
necessity of that provision going into this Bill.

On section 33,

Mr. LANDERKIN. I think this section brings
up again that question of patent rights. I think
that, from the rascality which has been practiced
by the persons who take these notes around the
country, this House ought to take some action in
the matter. If it were made the law of the land
that these transactions should be cash transactions,
that would be all right, and if it were understood
that no note for a patent right should be negotiable,
1t would prevent these rascals from going through
the country and victimising the people they meet.
Certainly some drastic measure is necessary, and
in that case some of the men who are now imnposed
upon by the artful, wily schemers who go through
the country, would be no longer imposed upon.
This thing ought to be stopped, and I believe this
is the way to do it.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. If these were to be
made payable in cash, that would hardly be within
the provisions of a Bill in regard to bills of ex-
change.

On section 34,

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew).
Present ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Yes.

Is that the law at

On section 42,

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Is it stated what is the
customary time for acceptance ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Is it to differ in the
various Provinces? QOught we not to state the
number of hours that a bill may be left for accept-
ance ?

g Mr. WELDON (St. John). It is usually twenty-
ve.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. It might be so stated,
as the rule may not be the same in all the Provinces.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Does the hon. gentle-
man propose that a rule shall be established on
this subject ? i

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I think so.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Then let this section
stand.

Committee rose and reported progress.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjourn-
ment of the House.

Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at 5.50
p-m. '

- HOUSE OF COMMONS.

THURSDAY, 29th January, 1890.
The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o’clock.

PRAYERS.
REPORT.

Annual Report of the Department of Secretary
of State, for the year ending 31st December, 1889.
—(Mr. Chapleau.)

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 29) to amend the Railway Act.—(Mr.
Cook.) '

Bill (No. 30) to amend the Civil Service Act.—
(Mr. Cook.)

Bill (No. 31) to provide for the examination and
licensing of persons having charge of stationary
steam engines or other devices worked under
pressure.—(Mr. Cook.)

PEAKE’S STATION, P.E. L

Mr. ROBERTSON asked, Whether the Govern-
ment have received a petition from the inhabitants
of Peake’s Station, Prince Edward Island, asking
that Peake’s Railway Station be made a booking
station? If so, is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to grant the prayer of their petition ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That subject is
now under the consideration of the Department.

TRENT VALLEY CANAL COMMISSION.

Mr. BARRON asked, When were the Trent
Valley Canal Commissioners appointed ? What
has been the entire cost to the country up to the
present time of the Trent Valley Canal Commis-
sion? Isit expected that the Report of the Com-
mission will be received this Session of Parliament ;
if not, when?
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Judge Clark,
Frank Turner and J. Kennedy were appointed on
the 10th October, 1887, Trent Valley Commis-
sioners. Judge Clark having to resign, Judge
Charles A. Weller was appointed in his place on
the 1st December, 1887. The entire cost of the
Commission to date is $2,271.39. The Report of
the Commission is expected during the present
Session.

LETTER OF MGR. GRANDIN.

Mr. AMYOT asked, Whether the Government
are aware that the following letter has been
addressed by His Grace Monseigneur Grandin to
persons occupying a high position in the Province
of Quebec :—

DIOCESE OF ST. ALBERT,
ALBERTA, N.W.T., Caxapa, 20th Nov., 1889.

To His Eminence, Monseigneur Taschereau, Cardinal
Archbishop of Quebec, and to Monseigneurs the Arch-
bishops and Bishops of the late Ecclesiastical Province
of Quebec.

Your Eminence and Most Reverend and Venerable Sirs :—
Permit one of your humble brothers in the Episcopate.

oyercome by the troubles and anxieties which are crushing

him, to have recourse again to vour affectionate sympa-

thies, hoping that you will be able to aid him at least

with your pravers and your advice, and that our Saviour

himself will inspire you to devise some plan to suceor
m.

Since the annexation of our Territory to Canada, in the

ortion fit for settlement of my diocese, the physical

ardships of former times have much diminished, they
have even ceased to exist in certain localities, but I am
compelled to admit that the moral aflictions which have
succeeded them, especially those which we anticipated,
cause us to regret the past vears. At the time of the
annexation the French Canadians and Métis were, we
may say, the only cettlers in the country which_their
fathers had discovered. They lived at peace with the
traders of the Honorable the Hudson Bay Company, and
w1t}1 tl(]le few English settlers who had but recently taken
up land.

After the annexation the immigrants came in great
numbers, and I can_tell you that out of every hundred
there were hut ten Catholics: the English and Protestant
population thereupon increased rapidly, and in a few
years we must be content to find_ourselves in the min-
ority, God forbid that I should wish to accuse in a
sweeping manner this new majority of wishing to ill-treat
us; there are among the new comers respectable and
honest families who regret the war that is being made
apon us. This war, my Lords, they will not admit, but-T
for one will certify to your Eminence and your Graces
that it is the Dominion Government which, by means of
the staff of the Indian Department, has first declared war
upon us, taking the initiative and with so much the less
fairness, seeing that on their part there has been no dec-
laration of war: and as for us, not being able to imagine
all, we did not in the beginning make any resistance. Since
the time that the Indians concluded tge treaty with the
Government the entire control of the Indian Department
‘was, in my diocese at least, generally and exclusively
under that of Protestants using the English language.
For reasons which they will not admit at any time these
gentlemen compel our Christian Indians to withdraw
from ourestablishments, in conszequence of which we were
compelled to close them. This conduct wagag equally
oppoged to the treaty conditions as to the physical and
moral interesta of the Indians. When, after that, we
desired to establish ourselves among the Indians at their
own request, you could not eonceive the difficulties which
they stirred up against us. Without re}gurd to the relig-
ious faith and the wish of the Indiang, Protestant schools
were the only ones granted tothem ; and the poor Indians
were preszed, even threatened, to compel them tosend
their children to schoole where their faith was not re-
spected. Apart from an industrial gchool, there is not in
my dioeese n single Catholic school which we were not
‘obliged to establish ourselves, often against a lively oppo-
gition, and to support in a measure in the beginning, In
November, 1887, I was assured most positively from Otta-
'wa that such a course of action was going to cease, I must
eertify that the persecution—I can make use of no other
word—is more keen than ever. In spite of all thig, you
will be surprised to hear it we are the guilty ones; like

Mr. Barrox.

good sheep we should allow ourselves to be torn and
swallowed without even a bleat,

This fanaticism is an epidemic and has spread from the
reserves to certain centres of civilisation. Our schools
are hunted down. TItisa crime for us to take advantage
of the education laws to procure assistance from the
Grovernment. Our reports are studied ; they are found
fault with, in order more especially to be able to accuse
us and deprive us of that aseistance which is ours by right.
Although in the minority, we might be able, never-
theless, to send two representatives to the House, but
they have succeeded in making thisa thing impossible
for us. I again charge the Dominion Government, who
in marking out the electoral-districts have divided up the
two French Catholic centres in such a manner that it is
impossible for us to secure representation. You are also
acquainted with what is gomg on this very day at Regina,
In spite of the efforts of the Honorable J. Royal, Lieu-
tenant-Governor of the North-West, and the Honorable
Judge Rouleau, all our representatives, not one of whom
is a Catholic, demand, with two exceptions, the abolition
of our language and the amendment of our school laws
in order to impose upon us the so-called secular schools
which are nothing else but anti-Catholic schools, even
admitting that they are not Godless schools. Imagine
what will be the consequence of all this, in a new coun-
try, in a savage country. These petitionswere addressed
to His Excellency the Governor General in the name of
the people of the North-West. They are certainly not
ignorant how we are opposed to these doings, but we
count for nothing in the eyes of these gentlemen. .

This studied contempt ot the French Catholic population
has already had very sad consequences. Although the
Half-breeds gained nothing hy their uprising, they are not
on that account more insensible to contempt. Nothing
would at this moment be easier than to fire the powder.
Let one of those so-called loyalists, so ready to question
ourloyalty and patriotism, presume that another rebellion
would advantage him, and he will find all the less diffi-
culty in inciting our population toit because ourCatholies
have no longer the same reliance in their clergy. They
have been told g0 often that we are paid by the Dominion
Government 1o work for it against them, that they now
believe this. Certainly, we have supported it, as we
always sustain constituted authority ; but we are bound
to acknowledge that we have been very badly requited,
and those who have found fault with us on this account
are partly justified. Nevertheless, the French Catholic
party, which is now in the backeround, has rights of
which it cannot be deprived without injustice, it even
has a right to the gratitude of the powertul y{]nrty which
is inclined to oppress it. Arenotthese French Canadians
and Half-breeds the men who made possible the settle-
ment of the North-West, who rendered more easy the
intercourse between the white man and the Indian, and
who are to this day the connecting link between them ?
But it seems that gratitude, even the remembrance of an
obligation, is not a quality to be met with in the powerful ;
and that we, the minority, must submit to bem% of no
consequence socially, and ghould only be too glad if we
are allowed to live as conquered outcasts. Although
possessing a certain amount of humility, which I have
tried to practice, I can hardly resign myself to existence
on such terms. I am often told that a French Catholic
immigration into the North-West should be organised.
This 18 very true ; but what can I do towards this immi-
gration ? One can do nothing without money, and I have
none—our population is poor. If, with this object in view,
T appeal to your charity, you will doubtless repeat what
several persons in your dioceses have very properly said
to me : The Province of Quebec must not be degopulated
in order to people the boundless North-West. ery true,
my Lords, but without impoverishing yourselves, bestow
upon us at least the crumbs which fall from your tables.

ow many thousands of your flock leave each year for the
United States, where they too often lose both spiritual
and bodily health, and are moreover logt, not only to your
Provinee, but to the Dominion, unlegs we are to imagine
that they prepare the way for a union between Canada |
and the%}nited States. Both you and I, my Lords, have
other views and other hopes.

If even one-fourth of those who emigrated from your
Province during the past ten years had come to us, we
would still constitute the majority, or would at all events
be a powerful minority whic would have to be taken in-
to account and against which none would think of enact~
ing extraordinary laws. To people this territory, to peo-
ple our land, as the aborigines call it—and the Half-breeds
and French Canadians have some right to use that ex-
pression ; _for French Canadians discovered this vast
country ; French Canadians and Half-breeds opened it .
up to religion and colonisation—to settle our lands there
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are sent men from every nation, men without faith and
without religion ; Mennonites are brought from a great
distance, even Mormons are admitted and are seemingly
held up as examples to the Blackfeet; yet each year a
multitude of Canadians are allowed to depart—honest
and hard working, but tco poor to come this far to settle.
Do you not think, my lords, that thisica great evil? Can
1o remedy be found? Since our Government appears to
take no heed, I think_that, with the assistance of your
patriotic and devoted clergy, of your pious, intelligent
and influential laymen, of generous charity of every one,
vou could enable those brave Canadians to settle com-
fortably in the North-West.  You would obtain from the

Dominion Government:and from the varlous railway

companies the meaus of preserving to Canada these good
and upright citizens ; and the Province of Quebec would
be none the poorer, but would, on the contrary, acquire
strength by extending its inﬁuenge, and would at the
same time protect the poor Canadians who are threat-
ened with the fate of outcasts on their own lands.

I therefore beseech you, mv Lords, as well in my own
name as in that of my missionaries, in the name of the
French Catholic party, in the name above all of the inter-
ests of the Churcg in the North-West, to see what you can
do, and I appeal to you, in the name of God, to take ac-

tion.
Pardon my pressing entreaty, and believe me, my Lords,
your most devoted and grateful servant and brother.

2nd. Have the Government any reason to doubt
Bishop Grandin’s word, who signed the said letter?
3rd. Is it the intention of the Government to take
any steps to remedy grievances complained of by
the Bishop, what steps and when ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Govern-
ment have not received the letter set out in the
. question, or any copy of it. I have been informed
that it appeared, without signature, in the Montreal
Witness. 1 would simply say that the letter has
never come before the (Government exgept in the
manner I have mentioned. The Government will
attend to the complaints of Monseigneur Grandin,
and those of any other clergyman or person in
Canada who has any complaints to make.

CRANE ISLAND MAIL SERVICE.

Mr. CHOQUETTE asked, Whether it is the
intention of the Government to cause for the future
the mail service of Crane Island, in the County of
Montmagny, to be performed by way of Montmag-
ny or by way of Giles’ Bay ?

Mr. HAGGART. The question is now engaging
the attention of the Department. No decision has
yet been arrived at.

SUMMERSIDE HARBOR, P. E. L.

Mr. PERRY asked, Whether a further exami-
nation for a breakwater at the entrance of Sum-
merside harbor, Prince Edward Island, has been
made during the year 1889, as promised by the
Minister of Public Works during last Session? If
$0, has the engineer made a report thereon ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes, an examina-
tion was made of Summerside harbor last season,
and a report has been submitted. The work pro-
posed for the improvement of the entrance to the
harbor consists of a breakwater extending south-
wardly from Willing’s Ioint a distance of 3,800
feet, and a second from the lighthouse 1,000 feet in
@ southerly direction towards Indian Head, the
:gs_t O().g these two structures being placed at
D9, .

MIMINIGASH BREAKWATER, P. E. L

Mr. PERRY asked, Whether it is the intention
of the hon. Minister of Public Works to repair the
damages done to the Mimingash breakwater,
Prince Edward Island, as promised last Session by
the Minister ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Asthehon. gentle-
man puts in his question the words, ¢‘ As promised
last Session by the Minister,” I may say that on
referring to Hansard, I find that on April 22nd
the hon. gentleman asked this question :

“Is the Department of Public Works aware of the
amount of damages done to the breakwater at Mimini-
gash, P. E. I., last fall? If so, is it the intention of the
department to repair said breakwater immediately ?”’

The answer given by me was:

“The attention of the Department was called to the
damage done to this breakwater, and the matter is now
receiving the attention of my department.”’

Mr. LAURIER. What do you do this year?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. That is not asked.

THE TRADE IN OLEOMARGARINE.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth) asked, Is the Dominion
of Canada the British North America referred to
in the official Trade Returns of the United States
for the eleven months ending November 30th last,
which show, among exports to British North
America, ** Oleomargarine, 534,146 1bs.”? If so,
has the hon. Minister of Customs any reason to be-
lieve that oleomargarine enters into consumption
in Canada under a fraudulent or assumed name?
Has any recent investigation been made by the
officers of the Department to ascertain whether it
is being brought into the Dominion, in evasion of
the statute forbidding its importation ?

Mr. BOWELL. There is reason to believe that
the part of ¢ British North America” to which the
oleomargarine referred to is exported, is the
colony of Newfoundland. There is no evidence
that any of it was imported to Canada, and entered
into consumption in the Dominion. The officers of
Customs are instructed to exercise constant vigil-
ance everywhere for the prevention of such viola-
tion of law. A few pounds of the article was sent
to a party in St. Thomas, Ont., from Chicago as a
sample without orders. It was seized by the Col-
lector of Customs and confiscated by the Depart-
ment. A consignment of oleomargarine from the
United States to a party in Halifax was entered
for consumption, and was seized by the Customs
officials, but upon evidence being produced that the
entry was made in mistake, it was allowed to be
amended and the article exported to Newfound-
land. Similar entries were made in Cornwall, Ont.,
in December last, which are under seizure, the
parties who imported claiming that they purchased
1t as butter, and they are holding it for exportation
to Great Britain. There is reason to believe that
a great quantity of oleomargarine passes through
Canada in transitu to other countries, and that in
this as in other articles exported from the United
States, which are forwarded through the Dominion,
are entered in the Export Returns of the United
States as being exported to British North America,
that being the first foreign country which the
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article reaches, which may account for the entry
in the Trade Returns referred to by the hon. member
for North Wentworth (Mr. Bain).

THE MAIL STEAMER OTTER.

Mr. AMYOT asked, 1. Is there a contract now
in force between the Government and the Messrs.
Holiday & Fraser for the carriage of the mails by
the steamboat Otter, along the north shore of
the Lower St. Lawrence? 2. What is the sum for
which the Government have bound themselves to
pay these contractors for this transport service?
3. How many trips are they bound to make under
the said contract?

Mr. HAGGART. There is a contract for a

service between Eskimo Point and Rimouski. It
is held by Alexander Fraser & Co. The rate of

payment is $200 per trip, and the service is fort- | p

aightly during the season of navigation.

DUTY ON MEATS.
Order of the House being read :

That, in consequence of the large importation into

Canada annually of fresh beef, mess and salt pork or!

Lacon, it is expedient, in the interests of the farmers of
this country, that the duty on such should be increased.—
(Mr. Marshall.)

Mr. FOSTER. I think I would suggest to my
hon. friend that he should withdraw that resolution
for the present. It has reference to tariff matters
which are under the consideration of the Govern-
ment, and it is not probable that he would get as
full and free discussion on the subject now as he
would wish.

Mr. MARSHALL. Under those circumstances
I will withdraw the motion.

Motion withdrawn.

LOYALTY TO HER MAJESTY.

Mr. MULOCK. On Monday last when I was
about to move the resolution which I now desire to
move, the First Minister requested that the motion
should be allowed to stand, in order that he might
have a conversation with me on the subject. The
motion accordingly stood, and I had the advantage
of a conversation with the First Minister. 1 may
say that the whole tenor of the conversation was
simply that I might make certain verbal changes in
the resolution without, in the slightest degree, im-
pairing the effect of it. I mention this circumstance
particularly, because I have been told that very inac-
curate reports have gone abroad as to the proposed
object of the First Minister in speaking to me. The
whole tenor of the right hon. gentleman’s conversa-
tion with me was that he highly approved of the
spirit of the motion, but thought it might be possible
1o improve the style of it. Ientirely concurred with
him, and, as a result of the conversation, the motion
has been slightly varied, and a reprint of the altered
motion placed in the hands of hon. members.
1 may say further that I omitted to consult an im-
portant element in the House at the time, and,
therefore, the draft of the corrected motion went to
the printer without having been submitted to the re-
presentatives of all the various parties in the House.
After it was printed the leader of the Third party
suggested to me that there should be a little further
chanfie, and that suggestion I thought reasonable.

r. BowELL.

I mentioned it to the First Minister and he thought
it reasonable, and, consequently, I presume that
everyone will think it reasonable. Therefore, with
the consent of the House, I will now read the
motion proposed to be submitted, and ask the per-
mission of the House that it be substituted for the
one of which notice has been given, as follows :—

That an humble Address be presented to the Queen’s
Most Excellent Majesty in the following words :—

Most Graci0Us MAJESTY:

We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects,
the Commons of Canada in Parliament assembled, desire
most earnestly in our own name,and on behalf of the
people whom we represent, to renew the expression of
our unswerving loyalty and devotion to Your Majesty’s
person and Government. . . X

We have learned with feelings of entire disapproval
that various public statements have been made, calling
in_guestion_the loyalty of the people of Canada to the
olitical union now happily existing between this Dom-
inion and the British Empire, and representing itas the
desire of the people of Canada to sever such connection.

We desire, therefore, to assure Your Majesty that sach
statements are wholly incorrect representations of the
sentiments and aspirations of the people of Canada, who
are among Your Majesty’s most loyal subjects,devotedly
attached to the political union existing between Canada
and the mother country, and earnestly desire its con-
tinuance.

We feel assured that Your Majesty will not allow any
such statements, emanating from any source whatever,
to lessen Your Majesty’s confidence in the loyalty of your
Canadian subjects to Your Majesty’s person and Govern-
ment, and_will accept our assurances of the content-
ment of Your Majesty’s Canadian subjects with the

olitical connection between Canada and the rest of the
f}ntish_ Empire, and of their fixed resolve to aid in
maintaining the same. i

We pray that the blessings of Your Majesty’s reign may,

for your people’s sake, be long continued.
My object in submitting this motion is not for
the information of the hon. members of this
House, or for the information of the country.
I think for anyone to suggest that such a course
as this was necessary for such a purpose would
be to offend the intelligence alike of the House
and the country. We may have our party
differences in regard to what we deem to be the
best methods of promoting the public welfare, but
we also have, I trust and believe, a common bond
of union—the great principle of British connection;
a principle which, I submit, controls all political
thought in Caneda ; a principle before which all
other questions dwarf almost 1nto insignificance ; a
principle which is, and I trust will continue to be,
the touchstone of political thought in Canada.
That principle has developed for us the position here
which we enjoy as citizens of the greatest Empire
known to civilisation, an Empire which, I think,
to-day commands in a greater degree than in any
other period in the history of our country the ad-
miration and the love of the whole people of this
country, and which has, I believe, developed
amongst us a commonstanding-ground and common
cause which makes the hearts of the whole (f)eople
beat as one. I repeat, therefore, that I do not
make this motion for our information or for the
information of the country, believing it to be but a
feeble echo of the sentiments which are entertained
by the whole country ; nor do I make it out of any
individual or party considerations, nor because of
any circumstance which has occurred, or which is
occurring, within the borders of Canada ; but I
make it for the purpose of removing, if possible,
misapprehensions, and contradicti statements
that have been made and, which, perhaps, have al-
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ready been of great injury to Canada, and which,
if allowed to remain any longer unchallenged, are
calculated to be injurious to our best interests. I
am sure that, in an assemblage such as this, it will
be unnecessary for me to observe any particularity
in regard to what I refer to. We are all observers
of current events, we are all readers of the liter-
ature of the day, and we have had the opportunity
of observing the trend of the American press dur-
ing the last few months. In that press, you find a
doctrine set forth as if it were the expression of one
mind, but appearing in the whole of the press of
the United States and being in that way spread far
and wide. You find it asserted there that the
political institutions in Canada are broken down:
that we are a people divided against ourselves or
amongst ourselves ; that we are torn apart by in-
ternal dissensions; that race is set against race, creed
against creed, Province against Province, and the
Dominion against the Empire; and that this has
created a feeling in favor of independence or an-
nexation which is now only awaiting the oppor-
tunity to take practical form and shape. These
statements have, no doubt, already done injury to
our country. A surplus population does not seek
countries which are supposed to be bordering on
revolution. Capital does not seek investment in
countries which are supposed not to be blessed
with stable Government. Therefore, for the infor-
mation of the outside world, for the information of
those who have not had the advantage of being
born or becoming Canadian citizens, for their
advantage and for our own advantage ultimately,
T have asked the House to adopt this resolution.
To give further color to these statements, we find
that the United States Congress appointed a Com-
mittee of the Senate, ostensibly to enquire into the
relations of Canada with the United States ; but if
anyone investigated the proceedings of that Com-
mittee, he would find that apparently the princi-
pal anxiety of the Commission is to discover satis-
factory evidence that this country is in a frame of
mind to be annexed to the United States. I know
of no better way of meeting their curiosity on that
subject, and at the same time of settling this
question, than for the people of Canada, through
their representatives here assembled, to make an
authoritative deliverance upon the subject. Such a
deliverance will go far, I believe, to settle the
question in the minds of the people of the United
States, and in the minds of the people of the old
land, those of England and of continental Europe,
and then I hope it will result in setting once more
flowing towards our shores the surplus capital and
the surplus population of those old lands which are
so much wanted for the development of the
resources of this vast Dominion. I make this
statement in no feeling of unfriendliness to the
United States. We cannot blame them for casting
longing eyes towards this favored land, but we can
only attribute that to Canada’s worth, and, there-
fore,to that extent we can appreciate their advances.
But that the American people seriously believe
that Canada, a land so fulll) of promise, is now pre-
pared, in her very infancy, to commit political
suicide, I cannot for a moment believe. Do the
American lﬂbople believe that this young country,
with her illimitable resources, witK a population
representing the finest strains of human blood; with
political institutions based upon a model that has
stood the strain for ages, and has ever become

stronger—do they believe that this country,
possessing within her own limits all the essentials
for enduring national greatness, is now prepared
to abandon the work of the Confederation fathers,
and pull out from the Confederation edifice the
cement of British connection which holds the
various parts of the edifice together? Do they,
I say, believe that the people of Canada are pre-
pared in that way to disappear from the nations of
the earth, amidst the universal contempt of the
world? No, Mr. Speaker, the American people
are too intelligent to believe any such a thing.
They have been trying to make themselves be-
lieve it, but they cannot do it. But whether
they believe it or not—mno matter who be-
lieves it outside of Canada—I venture to say the
Canadian people do not believe it ; and whatever
be the destiny of Canada, I trust that such as1
have indicated is not to be her destiny—Canada,
full of a people who rejoice, as I said before, more,
perhaps, than they ever did yet, by reason of their
connection with an Empire that has girdled the
whole earth with a confederacy of provinces for
the promotion of a higher civilisation, not for the
sake of conquest. Sir, that connection, I believe,
has, if possible, intensified the feeling of love which
is entertained by the people of Canada towards the
Union, and nothing, perhaps, has more aided it
than the glories of the Victorian era in which we
now live. It is not my intention to refer to any-
thing that can pessibly suggest a controversy upon
this question. In order that this motion may
have the fullest effect it should have, I think the
heartiest endorsement, the unanimous endorse-
ment of this House, I shall, therefore, avoid any
further discussion of this question, believing, as I
do, that there is nothing in respect to British
political connection that ought to interfere with
the material prosperity of our country. Believing
this, and believing that the presentis an opportune
time for us to make a candid declaration of what
we deem to be the sentiments of the country, and
believing also that such a declaration will not be
an unwelcome communication to Her Majesty, I
beg to move the adoption of the resolution.

Mr. AMYOT. As a British subject of French
descent, I have great pleasure in seconding the
motion of my hon. friend. I endorse every one
of his words, and I am happy to choose this
occasion to speak in the name of the county
which I have the honor to represent in this
House. I think the motion is opportune, and
I will take this occasion to tell the new mem-
bers of this House who, perhaps, have not
studied our history fully, the exact position that
we have occupied in the past, so far as loyalty is
concerned, and the reasons why we French Cana-
dians are loyal to the Crown. ~After the Trbaty of
Paris, a great many struggles occurred between
the old and new colonists, as might have been ex-
pected, and as is always the case when a sudden
change takes place in a country. After many
petitions and representations the Act of Quebec,
in 1774, passed, and it was accepted by our fore-
fathers as a good step in the right direction. That
Act was granted in spite of the opposition of some
fanatics and of some speculators, and the verx
next year our forefathers had occasion to prove
their gratitude to England and their loyalty to
the new flag. The Americans invaded the coun-
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try, and it was owing to the efforts, to t_:he
chivalry, to the valor of the French Canadian
people, powerfully aided, of course, by the few
English troops that were here, that Canada was
retained as a possession of the Crown of England,
in 1775. As my words alone may not be of suffi-
cient authority, I will quote from Biggar, in his
work : ¢ Canada—a Memorial Volume,” at page
27, where he says:

‘While there was, as a matter of course, a good deal of
friction between the new subjects, as the French were
called, and the British settlers, or ‘old subjects,” under
the temperate and judicial guidance of General Murray
and Sir Guy Carleton, matters proceeded hopefully and
the country entered upon a career of prosperity, rapidly
increasing in population and wealth.””

At page 28 he says :

““ The colonists were now called upon to pass through
another war period—bloody but brief—and this time with
their own countrymen across the border. In the year
following the passing of the Quebec Act, the long smoul-
dering fires of secession in the American colonies burst
into flame. On April 19th, 1775, the ‘ Minute men’ of
Coneord, Lexington, ‘fired the first shot heard around the
world,’ and the War of Independence began, which ended
in the loss to England of her * American’ colonies. One
of the first steps taken by the secessionists was to capture
Ticonderoga and Crown Point on Lake Champlain, and
thus possess the gateway to Canada. Forts St. John and
Chambly soon followed, and on the 12th November,
Montreal succumbed ; but the tide turned when, flushed
with their first success, the Americans essaved the capture
fqt{)ueb’gc, two daring attempts resulting in disastrous

ailure.

In’ 1808, although we did not possess then a
full measure of liberty, though our old laws and
customs were not entirely recognised, yet our fore-
fathers were always loyal ; and we find that Sir
James Craig, the Governor, expressed himself as
follows in opening Parliament :—

‘“ He added, however, that means for meeting adverse

eventunalities were not to be neglected ; and he had the
firmest confidence that the co-operation of the people in
that respect would not be wanting ; while the loyalty and
zeal of the militia met his own warmest agprobatmn. All
appearances gave promise that, if the colony were
attackeq, it would he defended in such a manner as was
to be expected of a brave race, who fight for all that is
deartoit * * * * The reply of the Assembly was
of a character which ought to have persuaded Britong that
they might reckon on'the fidelity of the Canadians, despite
the prejudices and fears which late repeated appeals to
it betrayed.”’
In the years 1812, 1813 and 1814 a new war oc-
curred between England and the United States.
Again our forefathers had the opportunity to show
their fidelity to the British Crown. Those who
have read our history cannot but admire the strug-
gles that took place then, and the extraordinary
victories won by a few hundred men over thou-
sands of soldiers. I again quote Biggar, from
page 30:

“1In the year 1812-14 the youne auxiliary nation was
called upon to undergo a severe ordeal through the
TUnited States declaring war against Great Britain, partl

because of gympathy with France and partly throu
migunderstandings between the two Governments. The

United States naturally selected Canada as the first !

object of attack. The position of the two countries was
very unequal. Canada was totally unprepared for the
conflict. She had less than 6,000 troops to defend 1,500
miles of frontier. Her entire population was under
300,000, while that of the United States was 8,000,000,
Despite this startling disparity the Canadiang, rallying as
one man to the loyal support of their Government, bore
themselves £0 nobly throughout the two years’ struggles
which ensued, that- when it ended the advantage lay
clearly upon their side, and the victories of Queenston
Heighte and Chateanguay are to-day pointed to with the
same patriotic pride as the Englishman takes in Waterloo
or the Frenchman in Austerlitz.”’ .
Mr. AmyoT.

Our celebrated historian Garneau, at page 188 of
the English translation, says :

“ The result of the campaign of 1812, in which the zeal
and spirit of the Gallo-Canadian population rivalled"Brit-
ish courage and loyalty, was a practical justification of the
sage and conciliatory policy of Sir George Prevost. This
worthy Governor assembled the Chambers on the 29th
December. He informed them_that, in virtue of the
power entrusted to him, he called out the whole colonial
militia, and expressed his liveliest satisfaction at the
public spirit, orderliness, firmness, love of country, and
respect for religion and the laws which had been mani-
fested by all ranks of the people. Such a conduct ag
theirs, he observed, would make their country respected
at home and redoubtable abroad.”

It might be objected that in 1837 there was a
revolution ; but that revolution occurred in Upper
Canada as well as in Lower Canada, and only a few
men took part in it. I shall not enter into the de-
tails, but everyone knows that the great majority of
the people remained perfectly loyal to the Crown.
‘When Canada was attacked by the Fenians, our
French Canadian battalions were called upon to
march to the front. None of them hesitated one
moment, and everywhere along the frontier, at the
points of danger, we saw French Canadian troops
ready to give their lives in defence of the British
flag. Lately, when there was a rebellion or trouble
in the North-West, two French Canadian battalions
were called out ; and no one hesitated a moment.
They went to the front, they executed all orders
given them, and not for one moment was their
loyalty suspected, and when they returned they
received praise from the authorities of the country.
The Governors, which England so carefully selects,
have recognised our loyalty on many different
occasions. Lord Dufferin and Lord Lorne, who have
represented the Queen in this country, and the
actual noble man who presides over our destiny,
have all expressed themselves most emphatically
on this matter. Lord Dufferin, whose name has
remained dear to all hearts in this country, used
the following words in 1878, and I like to repeat
them, because these sentiments are calculated to
promote harmony, peace and contentment in this
country :—

““Year by year I have had better opportunities of ap-
preciating the devotion of the inhabifants of the Pro-
vince of Quebec to the Throne and Government of the
Queen, and to the interests of the Empire, and nothing
has given me greater pride than to observe, when a
cloud of war recently threatened Gireat Britain, that Her
Majesty’s French Canadian subjects were not a_whit be-
hind their English, Scotch and Irish fellow citizens in
testifying their willingness to rally to the defence of Her
dominions. L

** It is quite true that the distinetions of race which
exist within the borders of Canada, complicate to a cer-
tain degree those problems of government with which
the statesmen of the country are periodically called upon
todeal with, but theinconveniences which may sometimes
arise from this source are more than counterbalanced
by many advantages which ensue from it. I donot think
that ethnological homogeneity is an unmixed benefit to
a country. Certainly, the least attractive characteristio
of a great portion of this continent is the monotony of
many of its outward aspects, while I consider it fortunate
for Canada that her prosperity shall be founded on the
co-operation of different races. The inter-mction of
national idiosyncrasies introduces into our existence a
| freshness, a variety, a color, an eclectic impulse, which
| otherwise would be wanting, and it would be most faulty
: statesmanship to seek their obliteration, My warmest.
: aspiration for this Province has always been to see its
! French inhabitants executing for Canada the functions

which France herself has so admirably performed for
 Europe. Strike from European history the achieve--
| ments of France, subtract from European civilisation
| the contributions of France, and what & blank would be-
| oceasioned.”” .
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Lord Lorne, in answer to an address presented to
him by the St. Jean Baptiste Society, said :

“T have obeyed a pleasant call in being amongst you to-
dayI, to testifyymy respect for our French Canadian fellow
citizens and my a.%{;recmtlon of the value of the element
furnished by its noble and gallant race in influencing for
good our young and Canadian nationality. I am
here to show how much I prize the loyalty evinced by
you on all oceasions towards Her Majesty the Queen,
whose representative I am.”

I need not adduce more proofs of our loyalty
But it is not without reason that we are loyal. It
is a sentiment, but it is based upon principle; it is
based upon our faith and upon our interest. At
all times our clergy have taught the people of the
Province of Quebec, or of any part of this continent,
to be loyal. I may quote as far back as 1791.
The following words were spoken by Mgr. Plessis,
in the Cathedral of Quebec, in the course of his
funeral discourse over the remains of Mgr. Briand.
T quote this because it will convince everyone that
if we are loyal we are essentially so, and we know
why we aré loyal—

“ Our, conquerors,” said Mgr. Plessis, ‘‘ regarded (at
first) with a jealous eye and lowering brow, inspired in
us feelings onlty of detestation or aversion. We cannot
be persuaded (for the time), that a race of men, strangers
to our soil, to our language, to our laws, to our worship,
could ever be willing to render to Canada an equivalent
for what it lost by changing its masters. Generous nation !
which has made us aware, by 20 many evidences, how ill-
founded were our prepossessions; industrious nation !
which hag deveIOpeJ) the earth’s fecundity, and explored
its hidden riches; exemplary nation! that, in critical
times, taught the attentive world wherein consists that
liberty which all men aspire to obtain, but.so_few know
how to keep within proper bounds; pitying nation ! which
has just welcomed, with so much humanity, the most
faithful yet worst-used subjects of that realm to which
ourselves once belonged ; beneficent nation! which daily
gives us men of Canada fresh proofs of its liberality ;—no,
no! your people are not enemies of our_ people, nor_ are
ye despoilers of our property, which rather do_your laws
protect ; nor are ye foes of our religion, to which ye pay
all due respect. Pardon us, then, for that, our first (and
now past) distrustfulness of a foreign race, whose virtues,
being as yet unexperienced by us, we had not the happi-
ness to know; and if, after being apprised of the over-
throw of the monarchy and the abolition of the only right
worship (le vrai eulte) In France, and after experiencing,
for 35 years, the gentleness of your domination, there re-
Inains still amqnﬁ us some natures purblind enough, or
of such an evil disposition as to revive past antipathies,
or to awaken in the popular mind disloyal wishes (dérirs
criminels) to revert to French supremsacy~—let Britons be
assured that such beings are rare among us ; and we beg
that what may be true of the malcontent few, will not be
imputed to the well-disposed many. * * * Mgr, Briand’s
maxim ever was, that true Christians and sincere
Catholics are (and must be) all obedient subjects of their
legitimate sovereign. He had learned, from Jesus Christ,
that we must render to Ceesar what belongs (of right) to
Ceesar; Saint Paul has taught him, that every soul should
be (voluntarily) submissive to established authority ; that

e who resists it is in opposition to God himself, and
thereby merits demnation ; he had learnt from the chief-
est of the apostles, that the magistrate (roi) bears not the
fword in vain ; inculcating, that we are to accredit him

¥ our obedience, as God’s representative (propter Deum) ;
and to honor him, not only in his own person, but in the
verson of his lawful deputies, (avve ducibus tanquam ab eo
miseis). Such are, my fellow Christians, the principles
of our holy religion in that regard ; principles which we
cannot too often imprese upon your minds, or over fre-
quently bring under your view; for t.heiform an integral
vart of evangelical morality, upon which our eternal
salvation depends.”’

Thoge words were spoken in 1791. After Confed-
¢ration, the Bishops of the Province of Quebec, Mgr.
Baillargeon, Mgr. Langevin and nearlyalltheothers
sent pastoral letters to their flocks with regard
to the change of the system of government. I
Will quote especially from the pastoral of Mgr.
Baﬂlaggeon, ted 12th June, 1867, and you will

see from those remarks thal the same sentiments.
which animated Mgr. Plessis in 1791, animated the-
Bishops of the Province in 1867. Mgr. Baillargeon
says : .

“ CraRLES FRANGOIS BAILLARGEON, Bishop of Tloa, &e., &d.
To the Clergy, Secular and Regular, and to all the
faitlful din the Archdiocese, Greeting and blessing in
our Lord.

¥ Her Majesty, our Gracious Sovereign, has just issued
a Proclamation, i;y which it is ordered, by virtue of an
Act of the Imperial Parliament, that, dating from the 1st
of July next, the Provinces of Canada, of Nova Seotia and
New Brunswick shall form a federal union under the
name of the ‘Dominion of Canada.’ The State thus
formed shall tposses.sa common legislature which shall
concern itself with the greater interests of the whole
confederated territory; but this State chall be divided
into four Provinces distinet, each possessing a local legis-
lature occupied with the particular interests of the
Province. In this way Lower Canada, henceforth separ-
ated from Upper Canada, shall form under the new
regime 2 separate Province which shall be styled ‘The
Province of Quebec,’ R .

“ This order of things having been established by com-
petent authority, at the request also of our representatives
in the Canadian Legislature, there remains nothing for
us, my very dear brethren, but to submit to it with a
good grace ; to do 8o is for us all a duty imposed_ by con-
science. If, during the century and more since our
country was ceded to Great Britain, the form of oar
government has changed several times, let us remember
that the essence of authority does not vary, but remains
ever the same. Awuthorityis requisite for the maintenance
of all human society, and experience has shown us into
what misfortunes those peoples fall who venture to
throw it aside.

“Do not let us forget, my very dear brethren, the
wholly Divine origin of this authority, which fact has
been so often disregarded in our so-called era of en-
lightenment, It is to God that we must ascend in order
to discover its source ; it is He Himself who has dele-
gated it to men for the preservation of the community
fresh from His hands.

‘““To God alone,’ says the Agostle Jude, ‘belongeth
dominion and power’ (verse 25). ‘ By me kings reign
and princes decree justice,” saith the Lord in the Book
of roverbs (ch 8, v. 15). Jesus Christ teaches
us our duties towards those in authority when he says :—

Render unto Caesar the things that are Csesar’s; and
unto God the things that are God’s.” (St. Matthew,
ch. 22,v. 21)) St. Paul saith:—‘Let every soul
in subjection to the higher powers : for there 1s no power
but of God ; and the powers that be are ordained of God.
Therefore he that resisteth the power withstandeth
the ordinance of God.’ (Romans, ch. 13, v. 1-2).
And in_ order further to convince us, he adds:—
‘ Wherefore ye must needs be in subjection, not only be-
cause of the wrath, but also for conscience sake.’
(Romans, ch. 5, v. 5.) )

** Therefore, my very dear brethren, inasmuch as the
federal union which is going into operation, proceeds
from lawful authority, you will regard it as a law for
yourselves, and you will obey the command of God by
obeying it in all sincerity, Itis besides to your interest
to do g0, as it is a matter of conscience, in_order that it
may result in the commeon good, and in this way secure
the benefits to individuals. “Soon you will be called upon
to choose those who either in the Federal Parliament or
in the Local Legislature will work to put into_practice
the pew Constitution, You will then guard against

iving your votes in favor of those who are dispoged to
gght against it or prevent its workm&:, but you will give
them to citizens proved and acknowledged as having at
heart the wish to make it useful in promoting the
greatest good of the country.’’

Now, Mr. Speaker, you may go amongst our parish
priests in Lower Canada, and you will find that
every one of them—men of talent and science as
they are—you will find that they teach to
those who surround them that they must from the
bottom of their hearts pay obedience to the
laws, and be faithful and loyal to the Crown.
That is one of the reasons why we are loyal. Itis
also our interest to be loyal. In this country we
enjoy the fullest freedom that citizens of an

country may expect. We practice freely our reli-
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gion, we talk our language, we enjoy our own
customs, and we live in peace and harmony with
all the different races and creeds of the Dominion.
We enjoy a constitution which we admire, and we
are proud of being British subjects, because we
belong to a country which has mastered nearly the
whole world, and because the constitution of that
country is based on an experience of centuries, and
assures the liberty of the people. We are loyal
because we find freedom, justice and peace
under that constitution. We do not believe—for
my part I do not believe—and I know that I ex-
press the views of my constituents, when I say
that they do not believe in the republican form of
government, under which a president or an execu-
tive becomes an autocrat for four years after an
election. We believe in the British constitution,
under which the majaority of the people are always
and at every moment commanding. We believe
that, with the civilisation and enlightenment of the
present century,the people are fully able to govern
themselves by themselves ; and this is the essence
of the form of government we have received from
England. Of course, we would feel some pride in
being our own masters, in having no colonial tie ;
but, Mr. Speaker, the advantages we derive from
that tie—the protection of the British flag all over
the seas, and our more intimate relations with the
English people—fully compensate for the want of
that sentiment of pride in being our own masters.
Besides, if in years past England has been perhaps
unfair to Canada, of late years, I must say, she
has become more and more just, she has been ex-
tending greater liberties to Canada, she has come
to look upon us as one of her most important pos-
sessions, one of her possessions most able to
govern itself ; and we have the pleasure of seeing
every day that English statesmen are learning
more about Canada, and are coming more to re-
pect her and to’give her full protection. I find in
an English author a résumé of the benefits which
we derive from British connection. Dr. Withrow,
in his ¢ History of Canada,” says :

*“ The conquest of Canada by the British was the most
fortunate event in its history. It supplanted the insti-
tutions of the middle ages by those of modern ciyilisation.
It gave local self-government for abject submission to a
foreign power and a corruptcourt. Itgavethe J)rotectmn
of the Habeas Corpus and trial by jury, instead of the op-
.pressive tribunals of feudalism. For ignorance and re-
pression, it gave cheap sehools and a free press. It re-
moved the arbitrary shackles from trade and abolished
its unjust monopolies. It enfranchised the serfs of the
soil and restricted the excessive power of the seigneurs,
3 gave an immeasurably ampler liberty to the people and

loftier impulse to progress than was before known. It
banished the greedy cormorants who grew rich by the
official plunder of the poor. The waste and ruin ofa pro-
longed and cruel war were succeeded by the reign of
veace and prosperity; and the pinchings of famine, by
the rejoicings of abundance, 'f‘\he habitants could now
caltivate their long-neglected acres free from the moles-
tation of Indian massacres or the fear of British invasjon,
Even the conquered colonists themselves soon recognised
their improved condition under their generous con-
querors,”
Well, Mr. Speaker, we have kept our civil laws,
but we have also with thanks and gratitude receiv-
ed from England her criminal laws, and I believe
that the criminal laws of England are as perfect as
human genius and experience can make them. Our
civillaws, based on the Roman laws,are also admira-
ble and are quoted in all the tribunals of the world.
Under this system of laws we feel happy and con-
tented. So, Mr. Speaker, you see some of the

Mr. Amyor.

J reasons why we are loyal. The more we know of
our English-speaking friends in this country, the
more we learn to appreciate them ; and I may say
that if among those who do not know us there may
| be sentiments against us, those sentiments soon
disappear when we have opportunities of mutual
intercourse and are enabled to know each other
more perfectly. We admire the qualities of the
English-speaking subjects of Britain, and they seem
to regard the qualities of our race with pleasure
also. I think, on this part of the continent, by
mutual agreement, by mutual forbearance, we may
live in harmony under the protection of the British
flag, and approach the consummation dreamed by
many of our people—that there may be a great
Canadian nation composed of different races, but all
animated with the desire of fostering the general
welfare of all. In concluding, Mr. Speaker, I will

| with pleasure repeat the words of one of our most

popular and celebrated public men, Sir Etienne
Pascal Taché : That the last gun that would be
fired in defence of the British flag on this continent
will be fired by a French Canadian.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. When I first
saw the motion of my hon. friend on the paper, the
only doubt in my mind was whether there was any
special occasion for the Commons of Canada to
renew the assurance of their loyalty tpwards Her
Majesty. If I had any doubt whatever, it has
been more than removed by the clear and lucid
statement of my hon. friend in moving the resolu-
tion. I cordially agree with every word of his
eloquent remarks, and I hope and believe that the
House will respond to the resolution and to the
sentiments which my hon. friend has expressed.
As my hon. friend has just stated, the conversation
which I sought with him was simply for the pur-
pose of suggesting for his consideration some verbal
alterations, because I thought it well that if pos-
sible the resolution should be received and carried
without any amendment or suggestion of amend-
ment ; and my hon. friend was kind enough to
view with favor some of the suggestions I made. I
hope that the desire expressed by my hon.
friend, that this resolution should be adopied by
the House without any controversial remarks or
any statement which in any way might impair the
effect which my hon. friend’s address ought to have
in this House and in the country, and out of the
country, will be realised. I shall say no more,
Mr. Speaker, except that my hon. friend the Min-
ister of Justice has sugglested an amendment which
did not occur to me, but which is perfectly correct :
that is, that the Address should, according to the
ordinary form of Addresses to Her Majesty, begin,
¢ Most Gracious Sovereign.” However, I cordially
agree with everything my hon. friend has said. I
believe the resolution truly expresses the sentiments
of the representatives of the people and of the whole
people of Canada ; and after hearing him, I am of
the same opinion as he is, that this is a very oppor-
tune occasion, under all the circumstances, for ex-
pressing the sentiments contained in the resolu-
tion.

Mr. LAURIER. Iam also of the opinion that per-
haps there was no occasion for my hon. friend moving
such an Address as this. We all appreciate the
motives which have induced him to (fo 80 ; butthe
resolution itself, unless it were coupled with some
such remarks as those which have just fallen from
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the First Minister, would almost imply vhat there
was some necessity for renewin%\our expressions of
loyalty to the British Crown. Now it is useless to
say that there is no such necessity whatever coming
from any quarter, because from all quarters of Can-
adathere is nothing but the mostunswerving loyalty
to the British Crown at this moment, and devotion
and attachment to the person of Her Majesty.
The great qualities that Her Majesty has exhibited
as Queen and as woman during her long career, have
made the question of loyalty not only a feeling of
duty, but a personal feeling in the heart of every
one of her subjects. What I am afraid of, how-
ever, is that there is a mistake made sometimes,
that what is mistaken for disloyalty is mnothing
more or less than the natural anxiety which all
Canadians naturally have as to their future. I
thank my hon. friend from Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot)
who has spoken for the race to which he and I be-
long, for the way in which he has alluded to the
French Canadians. He has alluded to the fact that
in the first year of Her Majesty’s reign our
compatriots rose in rebellion against the Crown, ;
but I repeat what he stated, that the fair
and generous treatment which we have ever
since received, and which I hope we will ever re-
ceive in the future, has converted that sentiment
of bitterness into a sentiment of devotion to the
British Crown. My hon. friend, however, said
that our aim was to create a great nation on this
side of the ocean. Well, if this is our aim, as it is,
to create a great nation on this side of the ocean,
based, as I hope, on British institutions, this brings
us to the fact that our connection with Great Brit-
ain cannot remain forever what it is at the present
day. As long as the powers of self-government,
which we now enjoy, are adequate to our national
requirements, for my part I endorse and will endorse
every word which is contained in this Address, but
—I speak with all candor—I do not expect that
Canada will remain forever a colony. There is no
necessity to enter into this question at present.
Now our citizenship is adequate to our reguire-
ments, but I think our condition might be im-
proved, and this might be the subject of further
discussion. I cannot lose sight of the fact that at
present there is a movement in favor of Imperial
federation. That movement implies that our pre-
sent relations with Great Britain might be im-
proved. It does not follow that our relations with
Great Britain are deemed uusatisfactory, but
simply that they might be improved. I agree
with the sentiment that our relations with Great
Britain may be improved, whether in the way
indicated by that movehent or in any other way,
but, whatever may be the future relations of this
country to Great Britain, as long as we remain
as we are to-day, with the great measure of liberty
which we have received from Great Britain, we are
quite happy to express our feeling of attachment to
the Crown of England and to the person of Her
Majesty.

Mr. MITCHELL. It may not be inopportune for
e to make a few remarks on such a proposition
as this. I endorse every sentiment which has
been uttered by the mover of the resolution (Mr.
Mulock), and {hstened with pleasure to the
repetition of the history of the loyalty of our
French fellow-subjects to the Throne of England.
1 ma.g;a.y that I looked upon it with a little

‘there may

suspicion when it was first introduced, because 1
thought it might imply some antagonism to our
neighbors and kinsmen on the south of the line,
but T think that the present resolution will not be
looked upon as in any way antagonistic to them.
I believe it is the interest of this country to main-
tain the most friendly relations with the people of
the United States, and, as I understand the state-
ment of the mover of the resolution, he was in-
duced to take this step mainly in order to correct
the impressions which our friends on the south of
the line might have obtained from statements
made to them, or from the press, as to the senti-
ments or the loyalty of the people of Canada. I
have been })leased to hear the expressions from
both sides of the House in reference to our loyalty
to the Throne and Constitution of England. I am
as loyal as any man in this country. Iam no
annexationist. I am no advocate for independ-
ence. But, as my hon. friend, the leader of the
second-rate party in this House~-because 1 recog-
nise three parties, and, perhaps, for all I can tell,
four parties—has stated, I recognise
that Canada cannot and will not always remain a
colony; but I am willing to abide the tide of
events. We have made a success as a colony.
We have had prosperity ; perhaps not always as
great as many might desire. We have had just
laws ; perhaps not always executed as justly as
some of us might expect. But we have had peace
and prosperity in this land; we have, under the
2gis and protection of the greatest nation in the
world, attained to a position which, notwithstand-
ing what certain statesmen in England some
fifteen or twenty years ago may have said as to
the weakness of Canada, prevents anyone now
from denying that we are a source of strength to
the home country, and must be so as long as we
remain in connection with her. Long may it be
before that connection is severed ; but, I may say,
that it cannot remain in harmony and with
satisfaction to the people of Canada if the
interests of Canada are neglected or overlooked.
I make this one observation not to raise any dis-
cussion on & motion of this kind—for I would
deprecate that—but simply to tell the right hon.
gentleman at the head of the Government, that it
1s his duty and that of his Government, when they
are sending this Address to Her Majesty, to inform
her Ministers that there are some people, at all
events, in this Parliament of Canada who think
that the interests of Canada have for some time
past not been receiving that attention and protect-
tion to which they are entitled. I will not par-
ticularise now this question to which I allude.
Every one here understands to what I refer. I only
hope that the Government, in sending this Address
to the home Government, will represent that, if Can-
ada shows a fealty to the English Crown and a desire
to aid in theprotection of the Empire, she has a right
to expect a corresponding protection from the Em-
pire in regard to the rights which really belong to it,
and in connection with which that fealty is given.
In conclusion, I may say that there are some polit-
ical doctors who, of late, have promulgated vague
changes and ideas under the name of Imperial Fed-
eration, as to the advantage which the Empire and
Canada might gain from the creation of & central .
authority in London with colonial representation.
We are progressing satisfactorily now, and I want
these political doctors to leave us alone. We are
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satisfied with the relations which Canada has with
the Empire at present, and they had better leave
well alone. If they imagine that we will submit to
any sort of taxation dictated by a body assembled
in London, they will find that no one possessing any
sense in Canada will consent to anything of the kind.
There is no man of sense in Canada who would
consent to it. I merely throw this suggestion out
now in order that, when we are sending this de-
voted and loyal Address to Her Majesty,as repre-
senting the sentiments of the people of Canada,
we should also let Her Majesty’s Ministers know
that if they countenance, as some have counten-
anced, this agitation for a change in our relations,
based upon giving up a certain portion of our
liberties, the people of Canada are not unanimous,
at all events, and I believe there is only a small
fragment of them that feel inclined in that way. I
felt it a duty to myself, as a representative man,
when we are sending this Address, that we should
also let them know that there are some things in
which our relations to the Empire, and to the
Executive of the Empire, might be very much im-
proved in the interests of Canada.

Mr. PATTERSON (Essex). Representing a
remote part of Canada on our most southerly fron-
tier, and which is to some extent cut off from
the rest of the Dominion, I may be permitted
to say that I cordially join in the sentiments
of the mover of this resolution. I would not have
trespassed upon the time of the House were it not
that I have seen in newspapers lately some reference
to my constituency, and to the town in which I
live.
necessary to contradict every newspaper report, I
take this opportunity to say there is no truth in
the newspaper statements derogatory to the loyalty
of my constituency, or of the town of Windsor in
which I live. T believe it as loyal a town as is to
be found in Canada, and I would like no easier
task than to contest that constituency with an
annexationist. I may say that the town gave me a
very large majority at the last general election,
and I am very certain that the question of annexa-
tion if put forward, would increase rather than
lessen that majority, as there are many patriotic
old Reformers who would support me upon such
an issue. Some statements have been ‘made in
the press affecting a fellow townsman of mine,
Mr. Solomon White, lately a member of the Pro-
vincial Legislature. I have Mr. White’s per-
sonal assurance that what he did say was, that if
our relations were to be changed, if there was to
be any constitutional change in the direction of in-
dependence, while he is perfectly satisfied with
our relations with the mother country now ex-
isting, rather than support independence he
would go in for political union with the United
States. . While I do not echo his sentiments in that
regard, I think there are men in this House, and a
good many men in the country, who would agree
with him. I think Mr. White has a perfect right,
as we all have, to exercise our own judgment as to
the future, because we all must look forward to
some future for this country. For my part, I
hope the time is far distant when there may be
any severance of the tie binding us to the mother
country. I believe there is no possibility of an-
nexation to the United States under their present
constitutional system. Our own constitution rests

Mr. MITCHELL.

Well, Mr. Speaker, although I donot think it | C;

on a far broader basis of liberty ; we are more in
touch with popular sentiment, and the people
have a more direct control over those who serve
them in a public capacity. During the greater part
of my lifetime I have lived upon our south-western
frontier and have had exceptional opportunities of
studying the two forms of government, and I have
no hesitation in saying that all my sympathies are
with our own system, as infinitely superior in the
spirit of true liberty, and all my energies will be
devoted to supporting and perpetuating the system
of government which we possess. I heartily
endorse the sentiments of my hon. friend from
North York (Mr. Mulock) in the Address which he
has moved in this House this afternoon.

House divided on motion of Mr. Mulock.

YEas:
Messieurs
Amyot, Landry,
Archibald (Sir Adams), Lang,

Armstrong, Langelier (Quebec),
Audet, Langevin (Sir Hector),
Bain (Soulanges), La Riviere,
Bain (Wentworth), Laurier,
Baird, Livingston,
Barnard, Lovitt,
Barron, Macdonald (Sir John),
Béchard, Macdonald (Haron),
Bell, Mackenzie,
Boisvert, McCarthy,
Borden, MeCulla, L
Bowell, MecDonald (Victoria),
Bowman, McIntyre,
Boyle, McKay,
Bryson, McKeen,
Burdett, MeMillan (Huron),
Cameron, McMillan (Vaudreuil),
Campbell, McMullen,
argill, MecNeill,
Carling, Madill,
Carpenter, Mara,
Caron (Sir Adolphe), Marshall,
Cartwright (Sir Richard), Masson,
Casey, Meigs,
Casgrain, Mills (Bothwell),
Charlton, Mitechell,
Choquette, Moffat,
Cimon, Moncrieff, '
Cochrane, Montplaisir,
Colby, Mulock,
Cook, Neveu,
Corby, O’Brien,
Costigan, Paterson (Brant),
Coughlin, Patterson (Essex),
Counlombe, Perley,
Couture, Perry,
Curran, Pope,
Daoust, Porter,
Davis, Purecell,
Dawson, Putnam,
Denison, Rinfret,
Desaulniers, Riopel,
Dessaint, Robertson,
Dewdney, Kobillard,
Dickinson, Roome,
Doyon, 88,
upont, Rowand,
Earle, Rykert,
Ellis, Ste. Marie,
ferguson (Renfrew}, Secriver,
‘erguson (Welland), Semple,
isher, Small,
i‘lynu, Somerville,
Joster, Sproule,
reeman, Sutherland,
Gauthier, Taylor,
Geoffrion, Temple,
g;lglault, Thérien, ®ir Joh
illmor, hompson (Sir John!
Godbout, Tis »LPAS, »
Gordon, Trow,
Grandbois, Tupper,
Guay, Tarcot,
Guillet, Tyrwhitt,
Haggart, Vanasse,
Hale, Waldie,
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Hesson, Wallace,
Hickey, Waid,
Holton, ‘Watson,
Hudspeth, Weldon (St. John),
Innes, elsh,
Ives, White (Cardwell),
Jamieson, ‘White (Renfrew),
Joncas, | Wilmot,
Jones (Dighy), Wilson (Argenteuil),
irk, . Wood (Brockville),

Kirkpatrick, Wood (Westmoreland),
Jabrosse, Wright—161.
Landerkin,

Navs:

None.

Mr. MULOCK moved that the said Address be
engrossed.

Motion agreed to.

Mr. MULOCK moved than an Address be pre-
sented to His Excellency the Governor General,
praying him to lay the Address at the foot of the
Throne.

Motion agreed to.

Mr. MULOCK moved that the Address be pre-
sented to His Excellency by such members of the
House as are members of the Queen’s Privy Council,

Mr. LANDERKIN. Are theyloyal? Youhad
better present it yourself.

Motion agreed to.

SETTLERS ON THE RAILWAY RESERVE
IN BRITISH COLUMBIA.

Mr. LAURIER moved for:

1. Copies of all petitions addressed to His Excellency

the Governor General by settlers in the districts of Cran-
Dberry, Cedar, Wellington, Nanoose, and Nanaimo, British
Columbia, asi&ing the privilege of obtaining the lands on
which they had squatted on the Island Railway Reserve
on ordinary terms allowed to settlers, viz., that their
grant should include surface and minerals. 2. For copies
of all Orders in Council passed to authorise a Commission
to enquire into the claims of the said settlers.
He said : It has been represented to me that cer-
tain settlers who are interested in this motion are
squatters upon land which subsequently became
part of the railway belt in the island. It hasbeen
represented to me also that they were desirous of
obtaining pieces of land, and should have obtained
them before the lands became part of the railway
belt. I have been also informed that upon several
different occasions they have made complaints and
representations to the Government in that regard.
It is a matter of public notoriety that upon one or
two occasions they made their complaints to His
Excellency the Governor General when he visited
British Columbia. I understand a rumor has gone
abroad, founded or not founded in fact, I do not
know—and this is a point on which I desire to be
informed—that in answer to petitions which were
placed in the hands of His Excellency, an Order
in Council had been passed authorising the issuing
of a Commission to investigate the claims of those
scttlers, Whether such an order has been passed
or not, the impression has certainly prevailed for
some years past in that district that such an order
had been issued ; and what I desire to ascertain is
whether such an order has been issued or not ; if
the order has “been issued why is it not complied
with, or, if the order has not been issued, whether
it is the intention of the Government to enquire
Into the claims of those squatters in order to ascer-
tain whether they can be granted or not ?

Mr. GORDON. This motion has taken me
somewhat by surprise to-day, and also at some
disadvantage, as I am not very well. If I remem-
ber rightly I called for a similar return, in fact for

| all correspondence relating to these railway lands,

in 1887, and from the return brought down, I was
unable to find either the petition referred to in the
motion of the hon. gentleman or the Order in
Council referred to in the motion. I took every op-
portunity, and made every effort possible, to ascer-
tain if anything had emanated from the Govern-
ment, or any department thereof, giving the settlers
any reason to believe that they were to be entitled
to the mineral rights under thelands within the rail-
way belt. When the Bill granting those lands to
the Esquimault and Nanaimo Railway Company
was before this House, I think, on referring to
Hansard, it will be found that in pleading for
those settlers, I mentioned the fact that there
were 122 settlers on those lands. Talso mentioned
the fact that they had been led to believe by
different persons that they had a claim, not only
on the Local Government, but also on the hon.
gentleman who led the Government in 1875. It
was a vague claim, however, and when it came to
be examined it really did not amount to a claim.
Other difficulties have arisen with respect to the
mineral rights.  Some of the parties who claim to
be squatters, and justly so, and who have been
squatters within my own knowledge since 1870,
have so far failed to obtain the right to their

re-emption records. As will be remembered, the

ocal Government were constituted by that Act
the agents of the Government of Canada. There
was no alternative given to the Canadian Govern-
ment to dismiss them and appoint other agents,
but their agency was complete ; and any settler
who happened to incur the displeasure of the rail-
way company met with opposition to their records
from the then Commissioner of Lands and Works
in British Columbia. Some of the settlers have, to
my own knowledge, suffered very great hardship
and are now threatened with eviction. But it is
not my fault ; and I fancy this appeal to the hon.
gentleman who leads the Opposition has been due
to a feeling entertained by those settlers that their
interests have been neglected by the Government,
and perhaps by myself, although they do not
convey that view in their communications to me.
They simply inform me of the fact that they have
placed their case in the hands of the leader of the
Opposition, and referred him to me for informa-
tion on the subject. I have had nocommunication
with the hon. gentleman beyond asking him, the
other day, to allow the motion to stand for one day
in order that I might read over my letter from the
party again, and to which the hon. gentleman
kindly consented. Referring to the complaints
of those squatters, the very foundation of them
lies in the passing of the Bill under which the
land was handed over to the railway company.
I find the hon. gentleman’s name among the names
of those who voted for that Bill, which gave that
company all the rights they possess and all the
powers they are exercising over the people who
now complain. My name is not to be found in
that list.  In answering the people who applied to
me I stated my surprise that they had asked the
leader of the Opposition to investigate the
matter when he himself was among those
who—1I do not say wilfully, but in ignorance of the
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condition of affairs in British Columbia—voted for
a Bill which, no doubt, he believed to be right but
which at the same time caused all the injury of
which these people complain. I do not know that
I can add anything further than to say that I re-
lieve the hon. gentleman of any desire to interfere
in matters within the electoral district of Vancou-
ver. It is his right, if appealed to, to take this
action, and if he can devise any means by which
the wrongs of those people can be righted he shall
have my support ; if he can devise any means to
repeal that Act, that is acting more harshly than
was even dreamed of when I appealed to the House
on the subject, he shall have my support to the
fullest possible extent. In any condemnation of
that scheme he himself must stand as having as-
sisted its adoption. I hope, however, some relief
may be obtained, by which the courts may be
placed in a position that they may not find the
power vested in the Bill to transfer to that com-
pany the rights which they now claim to exercise,
and that the people will yet be enabled to obtain
their rights. If the motion of the hon. gentleman
will tend in that direction, I will, on their behalf,
feel very much obliged to him and to hon. members
who will support it.

Mr. DEWDNEY. In reply to the appeal made
by the leader of the Opposition, I may state, as
the hon. member for Vancouver says, that all cor-
respondence in relation to this matter was brought
down in 1887, on June 22nd, in accordance with
the motion passed. The Department over which I
preside has no record of any Order in Council
having been passed directing that a Commis-
sioner be appointed to enquire into that matter.
There is no Order in Council that I can place, and
I believe none has been passed. Since the date
those papers were brought down to the House, we
have no communications whatever in our Depart-
ment with reference to this matter.

Mr. LAURIER. I did not bring up this subject
with a view to raise any question as to the sug-
gestion of any policy to be followed in regard to
these matters. The only desire I had in view, in
bringing up this matter, was to know whether or
not there had been such an Order in Council passed,
as I am informed had been represented in the
district to have been passed. The return which
was brought down in 1887, as far as I understand,
contained no petition whatever from the inhabi-
tants of these districts. This was surprising to
the people, and that is the reason why I brought
up this motion, because they allege fora certainty
that upon one or two different occasions they laid
their grievances by petition before His Excellency
the Governor (eneral, on his visit to British
Columbia. Now, it is extraordinary to them
that having presented those petitions and sub-
mitted their grievances, that when they ask to
have these petitions brought before the House, the
answer should be there is no petition at all. They
believe somehow that those petitions have been
pigeon-holed away and forgotten, and that if & full
enquiry were to be instituted, those petitions would
be found. At all events, one thing is certain :
that they will know by the debate which took

lace to-day the lg;mit;ion in which they stand.

e only object I had in view in bringing forward
‘the question was to know exactly how the matter
stands. The settlers in these districts will now

Mr. GoOrDON.

know that their petitions are not in the Department ;
they will know no Order in Council has been passed
to investigate their claims, and they will take their
remedy afterwards. As to what course ought to
be followed by them afterwards, or as to whether
their claims are well founded or not, the instruc-
tions which I had do not go so far as to say. The
instructions were to have something tangible on
which they could act one way or the other, and
now they have this, which is nothing at all.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I havegiven the hon. gentle-
man the information I obtained from my Depart-
ment after I saw his notice on the paper. I will
make further enquiries, and if I find that there are
other papers anywhere of course they will be
brought down.

Mr. LAURIER. I understand this motion is
to stand.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. If you please.
Motion agreed to.

SULTANA ISLAND.
Mr. BARRON moved for:

Return showing whether or not the island known as
Sultana Island, in the Lake of the Woods, hasbeen sold,
and if sold, showing by what right or title the Govern-
ment of Canada claimed to have the power to sell the
same; showing, also, all correspondence had between the
Government of Canada and the purchaser or purchasers
of said island, or the solicitors or other persons acting on
behalf of such purchaser or purchasers (if any); showing,
also, the area of land contained in said island, and the
value and extent of the pine timber thereupon, and the
price or amount for which the said island was sold, and
tlﬁe nmfnes and addresses of the purchaser or purchasers
thereof.

He said : I would like to have that motion amended
so as to include the bringing down of any map
there may be showing the location of the 1slands
themselves.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would like to ask the
Minister of the Interior whether the Government
of Ontario have not claimed these islands as a
portion of the Crown domain of that Province ; and
if s0, whether any correspondence has taken place
between the Department and the Government on
the subject ? If that be the case, I think it will be
very desirable that this motion should be amended
80 as to embrace that correspondence also.

Mr. DEWDNEY. In correspondence with the
Deputy Minister of my Department, I found out
that the Crown Lands Department of Toronto had
laid claim to Sultana Island, after it wasfound that
there were mineral deposits upon it, and probabl
there may be correspondence upon the subject. If
so, I will be glad to bring that down, as wellas the
maps which the hon. member for Victoria (Mr.
Barron) asked for.

Mr. BARRON. Since putting that motion on
the Order paper, I have been agvised that at one
time the island was leased prior to the sale. 1
would like to have the motion so amended as to
include any lease there may be.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I am not aware of any lease,
but I will bring everything down.
Motion agreed to.
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C. P. R. BRIDGES IN BAGOT COUNTY.
Mr. DUPONT (Translation) moved for :

Copies of all petitions, letters or other documents

addressed to the Government, complaining of the condi-
tion of the bridges on the branch lines of t%ne railways in
the eounty of Bagot and the neighboring counties, worked
by the Canadian Pacific Cailway Company.
He said : I am unot inspired by any hostile
design, Mr. Speaker, against the Canadian
Pacific Railway in making this motion. Quite
on the contrary, for I have always been, as much
as lay in my power, by my votes in this House,
favorable to this company, which was destined to
develop the portions of our country, which ought
to have been and which were not up to that time
accessible to colonisation. - For some years past,
certain lines of railway in the county of Bagot and
the neighboring counties, running under charters
obtained from the Local Government, fell under the
control of the Canadian Pacific. On these railway
lines, originally called the ‘“South Eastern,” ¢ The
Montreal, Portland and Boston” and “The St.
Lawrence and Lake Champlain Junction Railway,”
there were temporary structures; portions of the
railway and the bridges were built of wood of a
very inferior character. During the ten years
since these lines have been built, these bridges
have not been renewed, and the working of these
lines has been carried on as in the past by the
Canadian Pacific Railway. Several citizens of the
county of Bagot and the neighboring counties
state that certain portions of these roads are
dangerous to the travelling public, and that
there will result sooner or later, to the company as
well as to the public, considerable injury and loss,
owing to the bad condition of these lines. My
intention, Mr. Speaker, is to draw the attention of
the Government to these facts before a catastrophe
!:&kes place. I trust that the Government, through
its engineers, will prevent in this portion of t%e
Province of Quebec, a catastrophe as disastrous as
that which overtook the ¢ Vermont Central,”
through the imperfections of that line—I allude
now to the accident at the White River Junc-
tion. The Canadian Pacific Railway, Mr. Speaker,
is not ulwags readily disposed to renew certain
works which ought to be so renewed, when they
are not owners of the lines but merely lessees of
certain branches of these roads. For this reason I
will venture to ask the Government to see that this
company places the travelling public and the
citizens of this portion of the country in a position
to be able to travel with the same safety and com-
fort that is to be found on all other lines of railway.
I have no intention to injure in any way the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company, but I make
these observations, I repeat, in the interests of the
public, of the Government itself, as well as of the
company ; for if any disaster should happen on
these lines, it would throw a heavy responsibility
on the Government and on the company.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There can be
no objection to this motion passing. If there are
any petitions or corresponsznce they will be
brought down. From the memorandum sent me,
I do not find that there are any such petitions or
correspondence ; but I am sure we are all obliged
to my hon. friend for
Government to the state of these railways. Of
course, it is of the greatest importance that there

ing the attention of the | pe!

should not be any doubt as to the safety of any
railway, and since the hon. gentleman has called
my attention to the matter, I will, as Minister of
Railways, make it my duty to cause an immediate
enquiry to be made as to the state of the railways
to which he refers.

Motion agreed to.

THE GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY.
Mr. RINFRET (Translation) moved for :

Copies of all petitions, correspondence and documents
of every character respecting the Great Eastern Railway,
or any line of railway which it is proposed to lay between
%gvxs and Montreal, following the course of the river St.

wrence.

He said : Last Session, Mr. Speaker, I drew the

attention of the House and of the Government to

the great importance, looking towards the general

interests of the country, that was to be attached

to the granting facilities for the building of a rail-

way connecting the last railway station at Lévis

with the city of Montreal. The Hon. Minister of

Public Works answered that the Government would
interest themselves in the construction of this line :

which statement he has verified by granting sub-

sidies to it on many occasions. At the last Session
T had the pleasure of seeing that grants were made
for the encouragement of the Great Eastern Rail-
way ; but unfortunately the grants of the last
Session have not been drawn upon, for reasons
which I cannot understand ; but I suppose that
the contractors had not the necessary means to
carry out the works of construction. These delays
in the building of this road have caused grievous
disappointment in the county which I represent, as
well as in the neighboring counties. And I
might say that not only in these counties but
also among business men and merchants in gen-
eral of the cities of Lévis, Quebec and Montreal,
there are misgivings as to the final success
in securing the building of this line; so
keen did these become that last summer, the
French Board of Trade of Montreal considered it
right to interfere. It called a meeting at Nicolet,

composed of delegates from Montreal and the other
parts of the Province interested in the building of
the Great Eastern Railway. At this meeting, cer-
tain resolutions were adopted, and, although they
may be somewhat lengthy, I do not think that I
can do better than to bring them before the House,

in order that it may see their importance. - This is
how they read :

The convention having been organised as aforesaid and
debate thereon having taken place according to the usual
forms, the following resolution was unanimously adopted
by the delegates present :—

1. Whereas the parishes ranged in sequence on the south
shore of the river St. Lawrence, from the parish of La-
prairie to the eity of Lévis, and the parishes adjoining the
said, parighes, but more particularly those included in the
territory between Lévis and Sorel, are deprived of the ad-
vantages to be derived from a railway which would give
them direct communication with Montreal and its great
net-work of railways to the west, and_with the Maritime
Provinces on the east by way of the Intercolonial Rail-
way i
2. Whereas the assured success of the railway from
Montreal, as regards 2 number of the said parishes, and
that of the other lines projected or partially built admits
of grave doubts ;

3. Whereas the Intercolonial Railway does not pay ex-
nses_because at a point in the neighborhood "of Lévis
its traffic is absorbed by a line which controls the rates for
frexf_ht or passengers from Halifax to Montreal, to wit
the line of the Grand Trunk Railway ;
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4. Whereas a rsilway starting from the present termi-
nus of the Intercolenial Railway at Lévis, would reach
Montreal by passing through the said parishes of the south
shore, and would sf)sm-b the Montreal and Sorel Railway,
and the other lines projected or partially built,—would
be able to pay expenses by means of its local traffic,
geeing that the parishes in question include a population
of more than 60,000 souls, producing an annual value of
exports of about $3,700,000 ; . .

5. Whereas such a railway would aid, by forming one
unbroken means of communication or trunk line bet-
ween Montreal and the Maritime Provinees, to further
develop the rich country through which it would run,
while at the same time releasiug the Intercolonial from
a duty which is a heavy charge upon the Dominion
exchequer: . . .

6. Whereas the Intercolonial Railway was projected
and built in its inception with the object of binding
together all the Provinces of the Dominion ; and with its
present terminus ir does not fully accomplish the object
of its construction, which would be attained if it was
pushed as far as Montreal :

7. Whereas the extension of the Intercolonial Railway
as far as Montreal, along the St. Lawrence River, on the
south shore, would not be injurious to the railways
constructed in the interests of the Province of Quebec,
but would be, on the contrary, a new reason for their
material development ;

8, Whereas the aforesaid parishes, which only possess
communication with the important centres of the country
during the summer season, are unanimous in demanding
the said extension of the Intercolonial from Montreal to
Lévis in order to remedy these inconveniences which are
injurious to their development ; )

t is hereby resolved to pray the Dominion Govern-
ment to undertake at their own cost the construction of a
railway, from the present terminus of the Intercolonial,
as far as the city of Montreal, proceeding by way of the
south shore of the river St. Lawrence.

This resolution, Mr. Speaker, was adopted by
all the delegates present, who numbered from two
to three hundred. I consider that these resolu-
tions are of great importance,—and that it wasmy
duty to bring them before this House. I do not
expect that the Dominion Government can pro-
nounce this day upon the question. However, I
shall take advantage of the opportunity to remark
that there are only 160 miles of railway yet to be
built in order to connect the Intercolonial with the
other railways of the west. We have spent more
than $100,000,000 on the Intercolonial and the
Canadian Pacific. There only remain about
$3,000,000 or $4,000,Q00 to spend in order to link
together these lines which are the most important
in the country. I think, further, that it would be
easy to prove to the House that this addition to
the public debt, 80 far from being a burden upon
the country, would be of great service to it, inas-
much as the projected line would pay its expenses.
It is a well known fact that the Pacific line from
Montreal to Quebec, on the north shore of the St.
Lawrence, is one of the best paying portions of the
Pacific Railway. The parishes on the south shore are
as rich or richer, perhaps, than those on the north
shore of the St. Lawrence ; and I have no doubt
but that in a few years from this time the local
traffic will be sufficient to pay, not only the interest
on the money expended, but even handsome divi-
dends. The building of this line would have,
besides, the advantage of increasing the traffic on
the Intercolonial : the carriage of freight between
Montreal and Lévis often meets with difficulties
and delays, because the Grand Trunk is not equal
to the traffic between these two points. Another
disadvantage, which I may mention in passing, is
that up to the present time the carriage of freight
is absolutely controlled by the Grand Trunk. It
follows from this that the Intercolonial does not
reap the benefits which it would were there a
Mr. RINFRET. ,

direct line between Lévis and Montreal. So I say
that if the Government would consent to build a
line between Lévis and Montreal, the Intercolonial
would derive considerable advantage ; which would
enable it to lessen considerably the annual deficits.
At the meeting held at Nicolet, of which I spoke a
moment ago, there were other proposals made, not
put in writing but merely enunciated by the
speakers present. It was proposed that if the
Government did not wish itself to undertake the
building of this line between Lévis and Montreal,
they could assist in another way, namely, in help-
ing to construct the bridges of the road. I know
that it is not customary for the Government to
make grants for such a purpose, although such a
course may not be without precedent. But I
regret to say that a request to this end was made
by the Great Eastern Company and they were
refused. I hope however that the Government
will reconsider its decision, and that if they do not
decide upon building the road from Lévis to Mont-
real, they will at least aid in the building of the
bridges on this line,—one of the most important in
the country.

Mr. GUAY. It is with the greatest pleasure
that I rise to support the motion which has just
been made by my hon. friend from Lotbiniére (Mr.
Rinfret). I do not hesitate in saying that I but
echo the sentiments of the people of the south
shore of the St. Lawrence from Lévis to Montreal/
when I state that they would be most hapgy if the
Government would undertake to build the Great
Eastern Railway, in order to make a direct con-
nection between the Intercolonial present ter-
minus and Montreal. Last summer a meeting was
called at Nicolet by the members of the French
Board of Trade of Montreal, and the leading
citizens who were interested in the scheme. The
object of this meeting was to pass the resolutions
which have just been read to the House by the
hon. member for Lotbiniére (Mr. Rinfret). I
had been invited to be present and I had promised
to be there, but unfortunately vexatious cir-
cumstances—sickness in my family—prevented me
from going there. However 1 seize the present
opportunity to declare before the House, that I
wholly concur in the resolutions which were
adopted by the Board of Trade of Montreal in
meeting assembled at Nicolet. And I venture to
hope that the Government will find the means to
place in the estimates of this Session a sum of
money sufficient to assure the building of this road,
or at least to grant a sum sufficient to aid in the
construction of the bridges. In fact, if I am well
informed, I believe that this is almost the only
thing which hinders at the present moment the
construction of this great iron road. Iam informed
that there are bridges which will cost very great
sums of money— something like three-quarters of
a million of dollars. In conclusion, I venture to

| hope that the hon. Minister of Public Works, who

has so far shown himself to be favorable to this
enterprise, will continue to give it his patronage,
and that he will assure, by his influence, during
the present. Session, the construction of this great
iron highway.
Motion agreed to.
RETURNS ORDERED

rts of en, ‘neenhnmd all

Copies of all petitions, re
i the dre: of the bar at

correspondence.in reference
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the mouth of the River Thames, in the County of Kent,
QOntario.—(Mr. Campbell.)

Retarn showing the date of the creation of the Trent
Valley Canal Commission, the time and place of the first
sitting, the actual number of days it has actually been
occupied in the work appertaining to the said commission
and the number of days and of sittings held in taking an
receiving evidence, and the places whereat thus far sit-
tings of the commission have been held.—(Mr. Barron.)

Copy of the qlua,rtmtinga regulations of Grosse Isle, to-
gether with all Orders in Council and instructions given
to the medical officers at said station.—(Mr. Landerkin.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjourn-
ment of the House.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 5.45
p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
THURSDAY, 30th January, 1890.
The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o’clock.

PRAYERS.
FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 32) to incorporate the Grand Orange | Ra

Lodge of British America.—(Mr. Wallace.)

REUTER’S TELEGRAPH AGENCY.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, Have the Govern-
ment expended any money upon the account of
any telegrams sent from Canada in the year 1889
through Reuter’s Agency ? If so, how much, and
under what head does it appear in the Auditor
General’s Report ?

Mr. COLBY. The sum of $135.60 was paid in
the year 1889 for telegrams. Nothing has been
paid since March last. The amount was paid out
of the contingencies of the Privy Council. I am
not aware under what head 1t appears in the
Auditor General’s Report.

CENTRAL EXPERIMENTAL FARM.

_ Mr. DUPONT (for Mr. Crmox) asked, Whether
it is the intention of the Government to establish
an experimental dairy department in connection
with the Central Experimental Farm? If so,
when ?

Mr. CARLING. The subject is now receiving
the consideration of the Government.

MANITOBA SCHOOL LANDS.

_Mr. WATSON asked, Whether it is the inten-
tion of the Government to offer for sale any of the
school lands in the Province of Manitoba at an
early date? If so, in what districts are the lands
situated that will be offered for sale?

Mr. DEWDNEY. No date for holding the next
general sale of school lands in Manitoba has yet
been_ determined on, nor has it been decided what
particular parcels of land will be offered. An in-
spection of the school lands in the Province, with
a view to determining their probable value and
cligibility for sale, has been in progress for the
past season. The public will be duly notified, as
In the past, when it is decided to hold such sale.
One or two small parcels may be offered in the in-
terval, as, for instance, a quarter of section 11,
Township 5, Range 14, west of the 1st Meridian,

which the Government of Manitoba ask to have
ggt up because the Northern Pacific and Manitoba

ilway Company want to acquire it for town site
and station ground purposes.

RECIPROCITY IN WRECKING, &c.

On the Order for second reading of Bill (No. 2)
to permit reciprocity in wrecking and the towing
of vessels and rafts, being called ;

Mr. CHARLTON. It is arranged between the
promoters of the three wrecking Bills now before the
House, that this Bill shall stand over until Thurs-
day, if the Government will consent to have the
three Bills made the first Orders upon Thursday.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. AS it will be,
no doubt, more convenient to have a day fixed for
these three Bills, I see no objection to the request
of the hon. gentleman.

Order allowed to stand.
I C. R.—PASSENGER AND MAIL SERVICE.
Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec) moved for :

Copies of all correspondence and documents respecting
the passenger and mail train service on the Intercolonial
ilway between Lévis and Campbelltown.

He said : I wish to call the attention of the
Government to the arrangements existing between
Lévis and Campbelltown, especially Lévis and
Rimouski, with regard to passenger and mail ser-
vice, as there are general complaints on the sub-
ject. The following statement has been given me
of the hours when the trains leave Lévis and arrive
at Riviere du Loup. Since the beginning of
October there have been three passenger trains a
day. Onpe leaves Lévis at 8 o’clock a.m., arriving
at Riviére du Loup at 3 p.m.; another leaves
Lévis at 3.30 p.m., arriving at Riviére du Loup
at 6 o’clock in the afternooon ; and the last one,
which is called the market train, leaves Lévis at
5 p.mn., arriving at Rivitre du Loup at 1 a.m.
From Rivi¢re du Loup to Lévis the trains leave as
follows : One at 7.45 a.m., one at 9, and a third
at 9.20 a.m., and there is no train whatever for
Lévis after that until 10 p.m. The first arrives at
Lévis at 3 p.m., the second at 6 p.m., the express
train from Halifax at 1.10 p.m., and there is no
other train until 10 o’clock at night.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Is the train that
arrives at Riviere du Loup from below the fast
through train ?

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). The fast train is
the one leaving Rivitre du Loup at 9.20 a.m., and
arriving at Lévis at 1.10 p.m., so that there is no
train at all from 9.20 a.m. until 10 at night. Another
objection to the train arrangements is that the mail
train does not stop at several important stations
where there is a large quantity of mail matter. The
mail bags are thrown from the train as it passes,
and caught at the station ; and the mail bags to be
received on board are thrown on board in the same
way, and the result has been that on several occa-
sions mail bags both ways have been lost, and could
only be found after several days’ search. This
system causes a great deal of confusion and incon-
venience to the trade of that portion of our prov-
ince. What the people along the line ask, is, that
the same arr ments which are made in summer
should be continued in winter. There is no com-
plaint whatever about the train arrangements in
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summer, and to make this change would not involve
any additional expense, as it would not entail any
additional train service. It seems as if that portion
of the line from Riviere du Loup to Quebec was
not to be considered at all. The train arrange-
ments seem to have been made to suit some other
portions of the line, without paying any attention
whatever to the requirements of the public on that
most important section. There is not a portion of
the Intercolonial Railway which passes through a
richer and more thickly-populated country, and
that part of the country certainly deserves more
consideration. The trade of the city of Quebec
has suffered a great deal, the train arrangements
being such that they give an interest to the people
of that district to go straight through to Montreal,
instead of stopping at Quebec. I postponed making
this motion for a few days at the demand of the
hon. member for Rimouski. I regret he is still too
unwell to be in his seat, and do not care to risk
postponement any longer, as I am afraid the motion
would go too far down on the Order paper. I may
add that it is at his special request I draw the at-
tention of the House to this matter, and T am quite
sure the Government will take steps to have the
train arrangements made to suit the people of those
localities.

Mr. DESSAINT. (Translation.) Seeing that
the Intercolonial Railway passes through the
county which I have the honor to represent, Mr.
Speaker, I wish to add a few words to the
remarks which have just been made by the hon.
member for Quebec Centre (Mr. Langelier).
Since the last changes in the departure of the
trains have been made, I have been informed
that several petitions have been addressed either
to the Government or to Mr. Pottinger, the Gen-
eral Superintendent of the road,askingfortherestor-
ation of the hours as they existed last year, because
the present arrangements are not most certainly in
accordance with the desire of the population or the
needs of commerce. As has been said by the hon.
the last speaker, nothing would be more advantage-
ous for the publi¢ than the changes asked for. In
answer to the petitions which have been presented,
Mr. Pottinger, or the railway authorities, have re-
plied that as the time-tables have been made for
some time, it would be almost impossible to make
the desired changes. Well, Mr. Speaker, this is
in my opinion, a poor reason for refusing a request
which would be to the general interest of all this
section of the Province which the Intercolonial tra-
verses. It would have been easy, methinks, to change
the hours ; and the reason given for not doing so at
the time is so far from being correct, that on that
portion of the railway between Moncton and Hali-
fax, changes in the hours have been made since the
time referred to, and no fear was expressed that
they would result in any inconvenience. But in the
portion of the Province of Quebec of which I am one
of the representatives, it has not been considered
proper to take into consideration the reasonable
complaints which have been made for a long time.
We ask for nothing out of the common. We ask,
simply, that the hours of the arrival and departure
of the trains be fixed the same as last year, before
the winter arrangement ; by doing this everybody
will be content. I have nothing to say against the
local superintendent who received our representa-
tions with much good nature, but he was unable to
make the desired changes. I trust, Mr. Speaker,

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec).

that the Government will take into consideratien
the reasonable demands which are made upon
them. There is so much inconvenience under the
existing system, that the Government would find,
if they took the trouble to look into the question,
that it is their duty to remedy the state of things.
For example, let us take the station of St. Paschal,
in the County of Kamouraska ; the trains come in,
the one at 1.45 p.m. and the other at 5.25 p.m. I
must remark that fresh changes have been made in
the carriage of the mails. Formerly the mail cart
driver was compelled to make a journey to meet
each train. To-day all this is changed and the
driver of the mail cart is allowed to make but one
trip in the afternoon, so that the mails reach us in
Kamouraska very late in the evening, and often it
is impossible to receive them in time to answer
them by the next morning, because the trains leave
at half-past seven, and the mail-driver makes but
one trip in the morning. All this is very incon

venient for business and professional men. If we
had the same hours for the arrival and the depar-
ture of the trains as we had last year the public
would be fully satisfied. This is all we ask for,
Another source of inconvenience we suffer from,
is that in the County of Kamouraska the
express train does not stop at all the sta-
tions. It should stop at least at the more im-
portant stations. For example, the express does
not stop at Riviére OQuelle, which is an impor-
tant parish, and where it did stop last year. This
station serves also for St. Pacome. The trains do
not stop also at Ste. Héléne or at St. Alexandre,
the centres of great business interests. Now, in
the County of Temiscouata, represented by my
hon. friend Mr. Grandbois, who, I {rust, will
concur in the statements I have made, the
express does not stop at Cacouna, St. Arséne, St.
Simon, or at St. Luce. Besides this, in the whole
length of the valley of the Metapediac from
St. Flavie to Campbellton, there are, if I am not
mistaken, fifteen stations, and out of these fifteen
stations the express stops at only two ; whereas in
New Brunswick and Nova Scotia the express stops
at nearly all the stations, and stations of far less
importance than those I have mentioned. I hope
therefore, Mr. Speaker, on account of the reasons
which I have given, the grievances of which we
complain with so much cause will be removed, and
that the hours of the departure and the arrival of
the trains will be restored to what they were last
year.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I fear I wasun-
able to follow my hon. friend from Kamouraska
(Mr. Dessaint) in all the remarks that he made in
French, but there is no objection to bringing down
all the papers, so that the House may be fully
charged with the subject which my hon. friend has
brought up. 1 had expected my hon. friend to
make this motion every day for a week or ten days,
and I had a memorandum from the Department on
the subject, but I have not got it here to-day.
The papers will be brought down atonce. Iknow
there is a very considerable feeling, from what my
hon. friend from Kamouraska (Mr. Dessaint) has
told me, in favor of a re-arrangement in regard to
some of the trains. The Government may attempt
to place some accommodation trains on taat line,
though of course my hon. friend cannot expect
that the express trains will stop at every station.
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We desire, however, to accommodate évery part of
the country through which that railway passes,
from Lévis to Halifax, as far as possible.

Motion agreed to.

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY—THE
ESTIMATES.

Mr. FOSTER presented a Message from His
Excellency the Governor General.

Mr. SPEAKER read the Message as follows :—

STANLEY OF PRESTON.

The Governor General transmits to the House of Com-
monsg, Estimates of sums regyired for the service of the
Dominion for  the year ending 30th June, 1891, and in
accordance with the provisions of ‘ The British North
America Act, 1867,”’ the Governor General recommends
these Estimates to the House of Commons.

GovERNMENT HOUSE,
Orrawa, 30th January, 1890.
Mr. FOSTER moved that His Excellency’s
Message, with the Estimates, be referred to the
Committee of Supply.

Motion agreed to.

LOSS OF THE STEAMER QUINTE.

Mr. PLATT moved for:

Copy of report made and evidence taken by the Court
of Inquiry ordered b{ the Department of Marine to in-
vestigate the loss of the steamer Quinté, which was burned
on Bay of Quinté in the autumn of 1889,

Mr. TUPPER. There is no objection to the
motion passing, but I would like to inform the
hon. gentleman that it will take some time before
the Department will be ready to bring down the
return. The evidence has been taken, and it is
very voluminous, and the final decision has not
been reached. If it meets the wishes of the hon.
gentleman, this motion can pass, and as soon as
flhe matter is decided, the papers will be brought

own.

Mr. PLATT. How long a time is expected to
elapse before the decision will be reached ?

Mr. TUPPER. Not an unreasonable time.
Simply sufficient time to allow me to look into the
papirs, which have only just reached the Depart-
ment.

Motion agreed to.

DUNDAS AND WATERLOO ROAD.
Mr. BAIN (Wentworth) moved for :

Return of ocopies of all correspondence, petitions, re-
ports or other gapers respecting the sale, ownership or
condition of the Dundas and Waterloo Macadamised

ad, since the close of the Session of 1889.

He said : This is not a matter of very great moment
to anyone but the inhabitants of my own county,
but it is amatter which hasbeen heldinconsideration
since 1884. The road is only twenty miles long,
seventeen miles of which lie in my county, and three
miles intheadjoining County of Waterloo. Theroad
is decorated with four tollgates, and, of course, the
first duty of the proprietor is to see that no man
gets through those toli)ga.tes without being tolled.
Some six months.after the sale, when the convey-
ance to a new groprietor should have been executed,
there was a hitch discovered, and it was found
impossible to complete the conveyance, more parti-
cularly as the purchaser declined to form a company
under the Joint Stock Companies’ Act of Ontario.

He kept out of the operation of that Act, and
special legislation had to be introduced in this
House to enable the Government to convey the
road to the purchaser. About that time the
Ontario Government set up a claim to the owner-
ship of the road, and the Bill which was introduced
here was withdrawn. In 1885, correspondence
began between the Department of Public Works and
the Department of Justice, with a. view to ascer-
tain who were the proprietors of this road.
The hon. Minister of Public Works, at the close of
the Session of 1885, intimated to the House that at
the earliest possible moment the papers would be
looked up and the question of ownership would be
seitled. We find that correspondence began in
September, 1885, and we find that in the Session of
1890 that correspondence is still in progress. In
the meantime the gentleman that purchased this
road, like every other business man, not feeling
that he had a very sure tenure of the property, al-
though he was in possession, did not particularly
exert himself to put it in a very high state of re-
pair. But he was particularly careful to attend to
the tollgate question. He proceded to load up that
road with a series of check gates and devices for
the purpose of extracting money out of the com-
munity, until at last the community got tired and
some of these gates disappeared mysteriously in the
night. Since then, not finding that he had suffi-
cient encouragement from the Minister of Public
Works to maintain his aggressive policy, the people
have been allowed to go by paying the old series of
tolls ; and a year ago the County Council of Went-
worth felt that it was becoming a nuisance, and
they passed a resolution urging the Government to
take some steps to settle the ownership of this
road. The reeves of the municipalities of Beverly
and West Flamboro’, through which the seventeen
miles in my county run exclusively, and where they .
have the honor of paying toll at three distinct
gates, also petitioned the Minister of Public Works
to have the road inspected, believing that a com-
petent engineer would indicate that the road was
not in such a condition as would entitle the pro-
prietor to collect tolls. The Minister kindly sent
an engineer, and he went over the road. His re-
port as presented contains sufficient internal evi-
dence that he did not consider the road wasina very
high order. I do not know what his instructions
were, but there was no indication from the tenor
of that report that he was required to inspect the
road with a view of ascertaining whether improve-
ments were required, or whether they should be
effected. He stated that he saw certain quantities
of material lying on the road, and some men at
work, and the appearances were that the proprietor
was improving that road. The residents on that
road tellme thatjthat materialisapartof thestock-in- .
trade, that it has been on that road, not quite ever
gince they can remember, but that it has been lying
on the roadside until the thistles and the weeds
have grown up through it; and if the engineer
would go along there again he would see it just
waiting to go on the road, as it was years ago, and
as it had been there for years previous. Now, when
I tell you that the engineer simply appeared
on one end of that road and went through to
the other in less than one day, you can understand
the nature of the inspection. feel satisfied that
no engineer who is expected to regort on the con-
dition of a road can make an effective survey of
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the road in such a limited period : and the result
is, that things are dragging on just as they
were five years ago, after the road was sold and
transferred into the hands of this party. We are
told this Session that the correspondence is still
going on between the two departments, and that a
series of questions that had been sent over to the
Department of Public Works for answer, respect-
ing this road, are in process of being replied to.
This process has been going on for three or four
years. I know that last summer, about every two
months, I felt it my duty to write down to the
Minister of Public Works and ask him if these

pers had found their way to the Department of
g?lstice, with a view of having this question
settled ; and, invariably, in the course of a week
or ten days, I received a reply, saying that they
had received my letter, and that they were com-
manded to acknowledge the receipt thereof; and
that was as far as I could get. I got as many
answers, from time to time, from that Depart-
ment as would fill a cart—if I had only preserved
them. In addition to that, to be just to the
Minister, I must say that every time I have
interviewed him about this question, hé has
always been exceedingly kind and exceedingly
civil, and promised that the thing should be at-
tended to; and I sometimes felt, after leaving him
and saying hard things to him, that I ought to go
out into a back yard and hire some individual to
Xkick me for being so uncivil to so gentlemanly a
Minister. But, all the same, while this state of
things is going on, the people that travel this
highway are the parties that are suffering. And
‘there is this difficulty : Since this road was sold
the community in the County of Wentworth be-
came tired, thoroughly tired, of the way in which
the public highways, upon which tolls were levied
in that county, were being maintained ; and there
has been a systematic warfare upon the proprietors
of those roads, simply to require that if the com-
munity pay toll on these highways they should, at
least, give them a passable highway upon which to
travel, with the result that, in some cases, the
proprietors of the roads in that county have been
obliged to give up their tolls until such time as
they made effective repairs. I know one company
that for over a year were unable to get tolls re-
placed upon their highway until these repairs
were completed to the satisfaction of the local
-engineer, who was appointed to inspect these
roads ; and to-day one of the roads that belongs to
the county is in the same position. The engineer
inspected that road, and he intimated to the
county that unless repairs were completed
within a certain time the tolls should go
off, and when the time appointed came the tolls
went off, and to-day the people are travelling free
on that road because the county did not comply
with the instructions of that engineer. I have no
hesitation in saying that if this road had been
in the same category the tolls would have been
off that road long ago, and then the community
could have waited, with some degree of patience,
until this question of ownership was settled. But
they are in this position : that while the road is
nominally under the control of the Dominion Gov-
ernment, no engineer can interfere with that high-
way unless he is sent out by the Dominion author-
ities at Ottawa. The people have petitioned
the county judge, and they have moved the

Mr. Baix (Wentworth).

county council, and they have worried me, and I
have worried the Minister, and still the thin,
goes on, and still the people are paying toll.
say it is discreditable to the Administration
that they should be placed in that position. I
know it is a two-penny-half-penny matter interest
to this whole Dominion, but I leave it to any
member in this House if, under these circum-
stances, it is not a serious thing to be thus, from year
to year, kept in the position of being forced to pay
tolls for a road that I have no hesitation in saying,
if it was under the same circumstances that other
roads in that county are under, and in other por-
tions of Ontario, there would not be a toll on it for
a single week after a competent engineer had in-
spected the road. I only want to move the Min-
ister, if possible, to require that the officers in his
Department shall just hurry up a little bit faster
than five years the hunting up of those papers con-
cerning the construction of this highway. The
road was built as an old Government highway
some forty or fifty years ago, but in face of the
fact that the people are suffering from the present
condition of things—and I do not blame the pre-
sent proprietor of the road—I do ask the Minister
that, in the midst of a multiplicity of other cares
pressing upon his attention, he would devote a
little bit of attention to this matter and try and
urge the question on, and let us have the question
of the proprietorship of that road settled, and give
the community a chance for fair play. It is for
this reason that I have moved for the papers in
this connection, because, although it is a small
matter to a Legislature of this size, it is a very
important matter to very many people residing in
my county.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I do not find fault
with the hon. gentleman who has brought this
matter before the House on a motion for papers.
They will be brought down as soon as it is possible
to have them prepared, after the opinion of the
Minister of Justice has been obtained. The hon.
gentleman is perfectly correct in stating that it has
taken a long time to bring this matter into its pre-
sent position. The question was and is one be-
tween the Federal Government and the Ontario
Government. The Ontario Government claim
that the road might belong to them. ‘When a Bill
was brought before the House to legalise the sale
made of the road, Mr. Mowat communicated with
me on the subject, and I was authorised by my
colleagues to withdraw the Bill in order that an
examination might be made to ascertain whether
the ownership rested in the Federal or Ontario
Government. As the hon. gentleman has stated,
this matter was a very old one, of probably more
than fifty years’standing, and accordingly we had to
cause search to be made, not only at Ottawa, but
elsewhere, in order to ascertain where the owmer-
ship rested. We have now completed it, and the
papers are being placed in order, and the latest

pers will be placed in the hands of the
Minister of Justice in a very short time,
when the Minister will be in a position to
examine the matter on the .answers given to
his questions, and then advise the Depart-
ment on the subject. If his decision is that the
road is one that belongs to the Omtario Govern-
ment, of course the transfer will be made accord-
ingly. I hope the hon. gentleman will be satisfied
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with my statement, and that he will see there is
every desire on the part of my Department, and on
the part of the Government, to bring this matter
to a close, and I think the end is very near.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). While I am perfectly
satisfied with the present position of the matter, I
would like to suggest this: that if the settlement
is going to be delayed for some time it would be
only fair to the people there to send an engineer,
with instructions to ascertain the actual condition
of the road, whether it was fit for travel and
whether tolls should be collected. The people of
the locality are suffering a wrong while a settlement
is being delayed from time to time. I have no
wish to press for the papers, and beg to withdraw
the motion.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. 1 do not think
the delay will be sufficiently long to render this
necessary. If there was a prospect of a long delay
I would comply with the request of the hon. gentle-
man, but I think we will soon come to a decision
on the matter whereby the necessity will be
avoided. If the road remains in the hands of the
Federal Government, it will be necessary to send
an engineer and obtain information in regard to it.
If the road passes to the Ontario Government, of
course it will be their duty to look after it.

Motion withdrawn.

KETTLE CREEK.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin) moved for :

Copies of all letters to the Government asking that
engineers be sent to examine Kettle Creek, between St.
Thomas and Port Stanley, with a view to ascertaining the
feasibility of building a canal ; and all reports, maps and
other documents sent in by such engineers.

He said : In moving for copies of all letters sent to
the Government asking that engineers be sent to
ascertain the feasibility of constructing a canal on
the line of Kettle Creek, from St. Thomas to Port
Stanley, I do so for the reason that it appears to
me that no man who had lived in that section for
any length of time, or who had had an opportunity
of knowing the locality or anything as to the course
of Kettle Creek or the lack of water supply there,
could be so stupid and so insane as to imagine that
a canal could be built between those two points.
That a letter should have been sent to the amiable
Minister of Public Works, asking him to send an
engineer to make an examination and prepare a
report on such a scheme, is to me very strange in-
deed. I can understand well that the kindness of
heart which distinguishes the Minister of Public
Works and his desire to please everybody,
ore especially those who are Comservatives,
is such that he could easily make up his
mind to send an engineer or engineers to
make examination. It must, however, be borne
In mind, that the Minister himself had been in
that locality prior to that time ; indeed, the hon.
gentleman, with the rest of his colleagues, made
Irequent visits there. For a number of years past,
whenever an election was abont to take place they
Visited the locality, and the hon. Minister of Public
Works had every opportunity of knowing the
(uantity of water that is in Kettle Creek and the
Impossibility of constructing such a canal. I am
told, although of course I cannot vouch for the
truthfulness of the statement, that after the survey
had been made it was found that a canal to St.

Thomas would require to be 300 feet deep. The
Government would not care about that ; there wounld
be lots of money to spend; they had plenty of
funds, and it would prove advantageous to the dis-
trict, and would thus be a means of inducing the
electors to make up their minds to support the
candidate of such a generous Government. I have
no objection to that. I tell the Government- now
that, if they will build a caunal from St. Thomas to
Port Stanley, even if they have to go down 300
feet on account of lack of water in Kettle Creek, or
if they tap the Thames, twenty miles distant, by bor-
ing through the earth, I will step aside. Let them
select their Conservative candidates; for such a
project would be a marvellous one and one capable
of being conceived only by some people of St.
Thomas, assisted by the ability of the worthy
Minister of Public Works. I have been told
further that, on account of the lack of water in
Kettle Creek, they were going to adopt some means
whereby they might use the water of the lake.
Of course if they adopted such a scheme, which
would benefit the good people of the locality, and
more especially good Conservatives, I should be
delighted to see it carried out, because, if we got a
canal built from St. Thomas to Port Stanley and
the lake water conveyed into the canal, it would
solve a very great problem and relieve the diffi-
culty we are now laboring under for lack of a
sufficient supply of water for domestic purposes.
It is admitted by everybody who knows anything
about the matter, that there is not even a sufficient
supply of water running there to serve a popula-
tion of sorne ten or twelve thousand inhabitants.
Yet we are told that the Minister of Public Works
is going to build a canal there, and that he is goi

to have some of those big ships we hear tallgg
about, sailing in that canal. ' It may be that the
Minister intends to send some of those ships which
protect our fisheries up there to look after a few
Americans who live in St. Thomas, and who go
down in the spring-time to catch a few suckers.
Perhaps the Government are going to protect
the fish there—and that, no doubt, will be a very
laudable course for the Government to pursue.
At all events, it would be the only apparent
object in building the canal. I suppose I have no
right to complain, but I was totally unaware that
anything of this kind was likely to take place,
until I heard that the engineers were upon the
ground. I represent the views and wishes of the
majority of the people in that locality, but if any
communication did take place with the Govern-
ment, it took place between them and some other
person beside myself. Perhaps the communication
was with my late opponent, for I understand that
he, to a certain extent, controls the patronage of
that district, and being unable to secure any other
position, I suppose he is quite satisfied with that
one. But, Sir, I declare that, in all common fair-
ness, no more unjustifiable course could be pur-
sued by the Minister of Public Works than in his
trying to make the people of that locality entertain
the idea of the possibility of the construction of a
canal from St. Thomas down to Port Stanley.
There was plenty of useful work for him to do at
the port, and 1 have called his attention, time
and again, to the state of neglect in which it was
left. I have frequently called the attention of the
Government to the number of wrecks that take
place there on account of the neglect of the port at
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‘Port Stanley. True, the Government says: ‘““We
have no control over the port; it was transferred
to the railway company, and, therefore, we have no
right to interfere.” But I hold that the Govern-
ment have plenty of work, if they will only do it,
to put Port Stanley in a proper condition, without
trying to deceive the public with the possibility of
constructing this canal. Suppose there were a
canal there, what would they do with it? What
benefit would it be to the country? What have
you to convey from Port Stanley to St. Thomas, or
from St. Thomas to Port Stanley ?

An hon. MEMBER. Suckers.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). My friend here says
¢“suckers.” No doubt there are plenty of them at
Port Stanley, as there are at other places ; but let
me return to the question of what object there can
be of building this canal. Why, oneflat car would
convey all the freight that-passes from Port Stanley

to St. Thomas in a week, and what traffic there is,

is all done by the railroad. How, then, I would
ask, can anyone conceive the idea of building this
canal, at enormous expense, when there is really no
traffic to go in that direction? It is an absurd
proposal ; and I am surprised that the hon. Minister
of Public Works should so far be deceived as to
send his engineers to kick up their heels there for
a week or ten days while they were making their
surveys, taking their levels, and having a good
time generally. It may be an amusement to them,
it may give the worthy Minister an opportunity of
spending a little money, but I do say that the
people look upon the project as something most
supremely ridiculous ; and that the individual who
recommended it is looked upon as only fit for—
well, I will not say what—but he is certainly not
fit to direct and advise the Government as to what
they should do in the interests of the people of
that locality. I therefore move for those papers
in the hope that we may see that the Government
are not quite so absurd as to think that they will
build a ship canal from St. Thomas to Port
Stanley.

Mr. CASEY. I thought perhaps the hon.
Minister would say something about this matter,
but if he has no explanation to make in connection
with it, I cannot lose the opportunity of adding
my voice to that of my hon. friend from East Elgin
(Mr. Wilson), in pointing out the absurdity of this
whole proposal. The question did come up in this
House before, when my hon. friend from North-
umberland (Mr. Mitchell) was Minister of Marine
and Fisheries; and, for the purpose of killing time,
one night I started the proposal of making Kettle
Creek navigable. After three hours’ discussion,
between midnight and three in the morning, we
agreed that it would be possible, for an expenditure
of half a million dollars, to make the river naviga-
ble at least for fish between these two points.

An hon. MEMBER. Suckers.

Mr. CASEY. Yes. I think the idea never
entered into any reasonable mind that it could be
made navigable for traffic, or that anyone believed,
as my hon. friend says, that there is any traffic
for it if the canal were built. Some years
ago, the hon. Minister of Public Works may
remember that somebody started the idea of
digging a canal from the River Thames to Lake
Erie through my county, and passing by a

Mr. Wiusox (Elgin).

village called Iona, and that surveys were actually
taken for that. I remember asking my hon.
friend, the Minister, for the figures regarding that
scheme, and the figures in regard to it were pretty
much the same as those my hon. friend from East
Elgin (Mr. Wilson) mentions in connection with
this canal at St. Thomas, viz.: that it would take
a cutting of somewhere about 300 feet in
depth to carry the waters of the Thames down
to Lake Erie by that route. The one project is
just as absurd as the other, and whoever recom-
mended it to the hon. Minister must have known
it was absurd. Whoever had this survey made
had it made for the purpose of making a little
political capital out of it; but I am confident that
that idea will work the wrong way. Instead of
making political capital out of it, the parties who
recommended it have succeeded in obtaining for.
themselves a very fair amount of public ridicule
instead.

Motion agreed to.

LONDON AND PORT STANLEY RAILWAY.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin) moved for :

A statement of all tolls and other receipts collected by
the London and Port Stanley Railway and by the Great
Western and Grand Trunk Railways at the port of Port
Stanley, and of the disposition of all such revenues ; and
copies of all reports of engineers as to the state of such
harbor not already laid before this House.

He said : In moving " for this, I may state
that it is a repetition to some extent of a
motion which I had previously made. I have
time and again called the attention of the
Minister of Public Works to the condition of
the port at Port Stanley. I have frequently re-
quested, when the Estimates were under discussion,
that there might be an item placed in the Estimates
to put the harbor in a decent state of repair. I
have been told as frequently to exercise patience,
and that perhaps the Supplementary Estimates
might contain an item in them that would gladden
my heart and please the people in that locality, I
did keep patience unti%l I knew the hon. the
Minister as well as I know him now, and I had
some hope, when he held out these promises, that
perhaps I might realise something from them.
But it has occurred so often that I have no hope
that any redress will be given to the people of that
locality at the present time. I could quite under-
stand their being neglected during the time I have
represented the locality ; but, prior to me, a Con-
servative represented it, and during his time the
people and the port were as much neglected as they
have been during the time I have had the honor of
occupying that position. I might say, in passing,
that in a sense the people have been rightly served.
The majority of them are Conservatives, true and
staunch supporters of hon. gentlemen opposite,
ever faithful and true in recording their votes for
them, while the number of Reformers among them
is very small. But I suppose the Minister of Pub-
lic Works knows full well that he can rely on the
Conservatives in most parts of the country to sup-
port him whether he does right or wrong—that,
according to the saying of the First Minister, he
does not thank persons who support him only when
he is right, it is when he is wrong that he wants
their squort ; and I suppose he expects the people
of that locality to come to his assistance in times of
need, whether he deals fairly or unfairly with
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them. I say he is dealing unfairly with them ; and
Port Stanley, from having been a thrifty and pros-
perous village, has so dwindled down that very
little traffic or business is now done there; the
traffic has been almost wholly forced from the lake,
and is carried over the railways running east and
west. It may be said on behalf of the Government
that they have no control over that port, because it
was transferred years ago to the London and Port
Stanley Railway Company. No doubtmy hon. friend
the Minister of Agriculture knows something about
that matter ; but%le knows very well that his own
city is now appealing against the wrong inflicted
on the people by the London and Port Stanley
Railway Company, and it is time he woke up to
see that something was done to overcome the diffi-
culty, lest the people of London complain of his
indifference. He ought to bring pressure to bear
on the Minister of Public Works to induce him to
do something towards putting the port in a reason-
ably good condition, so that vessels may be enabled
to land and ship cargoes there. What is the use
of a canal from St. Thomas to Port Stanley if the
port is left in its present condition? It would
have to be put in a better condition before the ves-
sels could be got through, and the hon. Minister of
Public Works ought to see that the railway com-
pany does its duty in accordance with the agree-
ment it entered into with the Government, that
tolls and other revenues derivable from the port
should be expended upon it. I therefore hope that
when the papers are brought down the Minister
will see the necessity of forcing the railway com-
pany to do its duty, and of having the harbor put
into a proper and efficient condition.

Mr. CASEY. This is a matter which I have a
good deal of kmnowledge of, for the reason that
Port Stanley was formerly in my riding, though it
is now in the riding of my hon. friend who has
just spoken, and I think he is highly justified in
calling the attention of the Government to the
condition of that port. The terms of the lease
under which the London and Port Stanley Railway
Company were allowed to have control of the
harbor, were, that they should spend all receipts
from the harbor in keeping it in proper repair. I
had a Committee on the condition of that harbor
as far back as 1875, and it came out in evidence,
even so long ago, that a great proportion of the
receipts of the harbor had been diverted by the
railway company to other uses. At a subsequent
period we got a small Government grant, which
went a long way towards putting the harbor in
repair for the time being; but what we
have complained of continuously ever since the
harbor came into the hands of the railway com-
Pany, is not so much that the Government did not
make grants for it, but that they did not, neither
the previous Government nor the present, insist
on the railway company carrying out the terms of
the lease under, which it held the harbor. At the
present time I do not kmow that there is much
use in insisting on that provision of the lease that
all receipts shall be spent on the harbor, because
the company have effectually managed to kill off
Treceipts by levying extremely high tolls, and the
Government have supplemented their efforts in
that respect by high duties, which have almost
intgeg ut an end to the import trade which

e

done at Port Stanley. At one time

nearly all the coal imported for the supply of
London and several adjacent districts was im-
ported at Port Stanley, and the tolls were very
considerable; but now, between the National
Policy and the high tolls levied by the railway
company, which prefers to bring the coal around
by Buffalo on its own line, hardly any coal is im-
ported at that port, and so with other things.
Now, to put the port into decent repair, it will
be necessary, not only to enforce the expenditure of
all tolls on the harbor itself, but to make a con-
siderable additional expenditure there. The Gov-
ernment are not unaware of the condition of this
port. It has been examined and reported upon
by their engineers several times during the last
fifteen years. A great deal of money was spent
on it about forty years ago, and we are now losing
the benefit of that expenditure, because the
port is being allowed to fall into disrepair, and
is now useless except as a port of call. And
the basin at the head of the piers, where
vessels should have room to load, is filling up
every year, and it is now almost entirely unfit to
receive vessels. The Government are not unaware
of the importance of the harbor and of its condi-
tion, which has been reported to them; but I
would urge upon them and the House considera-
tion of the fact that this harbor, situated about
midway on the north shore of Lake Erie, directly
in the way of vessels trying to escape from the
prevailing winds on the western part of Lake Erie,
should be put, at all events, in a decent condition of
repair. I am speaking from personal knowledge
of the fact that the piers, which were put up at
great expense by this country, are absolutely
rotting away, and unsafe even for foot passéngers.
My hon. friend, the Minister of Public Works, has
frequently expressed himself as having kindly
feelings to that part of the country, and there is
no reason why he should be unwilling to encour-
age trade and commerce there as elsewhere. If he
will put his mind to it, he will be able to find
somewhere the necessary few thonsands to do what
is absolutely required for this very important work.

Motion agreed to.

PEMBROKE POST OFFICE ROBBERY.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew) moved for :

Copies of all communications sent to the Post Office
Department in relation to the robbery of the post office
at Pembroke, on the night of 19th or morning of 20th
April last, together with copies of all claims for reim-
bursement by the Department of moneys abstracted from
registered letters lying in the said post office at the time
of said robbery.

He said: I make this motion for the purpose of
drawing the attention of the hon. the Postmaster
General to a case of extreme hardship, and to en-
deavor to enlist his sympathy on behalf of those
whose money was stolen. The post office was
broken into the 19th or 20th April last, the safe
forced open, and all the registered letters that re-
mained over from that day’s delivery were rifled,
and their contents abstracted from them, or the
letters themselves taken. The amount of money
thus stolen was in the vieinity of $2,000, as far as
can be traced. Many of the persons whose money
was taken were very ill able to afford the loss, and
in many cases these letters were posted in locali-
ties where there was no other means of transmit-
ting money except through the Post Office Depart-
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ment. They were posted in small towns where
there were neither express offices nor money order
offices, or banks,or any other mode of transmitting
money, except by registered letter ; and if the hon.
the Postmaster General can see his way clear, un-
der the law, to reimburse ‘the sufferers, I am ex-
tremely desirous that he should carry out the sug-
gestion I now make, and allow his sympathies to
be extended towards those poor people.

Mr. HAGGART. The facts of the case are, as
Mr. White has stated, that a robbery was com-
mitted at the post office and a lot of money taken
from several registered letters lying in the safe.
These parties who have lost the money are entitled
to every sympathy ; but it is a rule of the Depart-
ment, which cannot be departed from in any case,
that losses of that kind are never made good.
This is the rule laid down in England and the
United States, and in other countries which have
similar regulations, and a departure from that rule
would entail a very great responsibility on the
Government which they would not be justified in
assuming.

Motion agreed to.
RETURN ORDERED.

Statement showing the amount of dredging done dur-
ing the season of 1889, in Prince Edward Island,by the
dredge Prince Edward, the names of harbors and other
places dredged during said season, and the amount
of work done in each harbor.—(Mr. Perry.)

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjourn-

ment of the House.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at
4.45 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

Fripay, 3lst January, 1890.
The SPEARER took the Chair at Three o’clock.

PRAYERS.
FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 33) respecting the People’s Bank of
New Brunswick.—(Mr. Weldon, St. John.)

Bill (No. 34) to amend the Act to incorporate the
Saskatchewan Railway and Mining Company.
—(Mr. Small.)

Bill (No. 35) to incorporate the Calgary and
Edmonton Railway Company. —(Mr. Small.)

Bill (No. 36) to confirm the agreement between
the Qu’Appelle, Long Lake and Saskatchewan
Steamship and Railway Company and the Canadian
Pacific Railway.—(Mr. Davis, Alberta.)

Bill (No. 37) to amend the Act to incorporate the
Imll:;eria,l Trust Company of Canada.—(Mr. Huds-
peth.)

DOMINION ELECTIONS ACT.

Mr. CHARLTON moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 38) further to amend the Dominion Elec-
tions Act, chapter 8 of the Revised Statutes of
Canada. He said: The object of this amendment

Mr. WarTe (Renfrew).

is to provide against promises on the part of candi-
dates, of Government expenditure in their ridings.

Another object is to provide that the Government.
shall not expend money for the purpose of influenc-

ing elections, that being one of the most fruitful
and dangerous sources of corruption existing.

Motion agreed to; and Bill read the first time.
THE FRENCH LANGUAGE IN THE NORTH-

ES

Mr. McCARTHY. Before the Orders of the:
Day are called, I would ask the leader of the
House whether it would not be convenient that a .
day should be fixed for the second reading of the
Bill that stands in my name with reference to the
North-West Territories Act. I have suggested to
him Wednesday week, if that would be convenient
to the House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is a subject-
that will interest the House a good deal, and it
would be well that a day should be fixed. The
day suggested, Wednesday, the 12th February,
would be a very convenient day, provided it meets.
the convenience of the leader of the Opposition.

Mr. LAURIER. As far as this side is concern-
ed, we are quite prepared to take it up on that day.

Mr. COOK. I may not be here then, owing to
other business; but I will forestall the course I
intend to take by stating that, if here, I shall cer-
tainly vote against the Bill. :

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. . This is certainly
an appeal to my hon. friend’s magnanimity, and I
think he should consult the hon. member for East
Simcoe, and ascertain what day will suit him.

Mr. McCARTHY. I would be quite willing to
do that, but as the hon. gentleman has indicated
his intention, before hearing any discussion on the-
subject, of voting against the Bill, perhaps that is
unnecessary.

Mr. COOK. I have read the speech of my hon.
friend on the subject, and the Bill speaks for itself.

Mr. McCARTHY moved that the Order for-
second reading of Bill (No. 10) further to amend
the Revised Statutes of Canada, chapter 50, respect- -
ing the North-West Territories, be the first Order
of the day on Wednesday, the 12th of February.

Motion agreed to.

SUPPLY.

Mr. FOSTER moved that the House resolve itself
into Committee of Supply.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What rule
does the hon. gentleman propose to adopt? I would
suggest that we should proceed regularly through
these items, and if for any reason. the Govern-
ment wish to alter that course, they should give us .
notice the night before, so that we'shall know from
day to day what items are likely to be taken up.

Mr. FOSTER. I think the suggestion of the
hon. gentleman is one that will meet the appro-
bation of both sides of the House, and I will see
that this order is carried out. I might also sug-.
gest, before we go into Committee, whether or not
we could a.fgree, as far as possible, in going over-
the items of Civil Government, to keep our dis-
cussion to the items which are before the Com-
mittee. Last year, as will be remembered, we
were led, while taking up the items of Civil
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Government, into a discussion of all the expenditure
in regard to the Departments. Of course, it is
difficult to keep ahsolutely to the itein under discus-
sion, but I would suggest that, as far as possible,
members should keep at least to the general line of
discussion suggested by the item.

Mr. LAURIER. It seems to me that we have
endeavored to do that. Of course, sometimes the
item might lead to a digression into other matters,
but I think the hon. gentleman cannot complain of
the tope which we adopted last year, and of the
manner in which we endeavored to do everything
to facilitate the business of the Government.

Mr. FOSTER. Hear, hear.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Of course, it
would be premature to ask the hon. gentleman
when he will be likely to bring down his Budget.
However, 1 suppose I am safe in supposing that it
will not be brought down next week ? -

Mr. FOSTER. Not next week, or the week
after.

Motion agreed to, and House resolved itself into
Committee of Supply.

(In the Committee.)

Charges of Management.,..,...... $179,902 36

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I observe
that there is a reduction of $3,000 for the office of
the Dominion Auditor and Assistant Receiver
General, Victoria. I should be glad to hear under
what circumstances this reduction has been
effected, and, in particular, whether it isa perman-
ent reduction, or simply means a transfer of one of
the officers to some other department or branch.

Mr. FOSTER. The reduction is due to a re-
arrangement in the office of the Receiver General
at Victoria, by which Mr. Graham, who was the
Deputy Receiver General, has been superannuated,
and the officer next in charge has been appointed
at a far lower salary. Then some of the extra help
has been dispensed with, making a reduction in the
annual amount of $3,000, which, I hope, will be
permanent. Taking in the superannuation allow-
ance with these salaries, the total amount is just
about the same, and all around I think it is a very
good arrangement.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then I under-
stand that, practically, there is no reduction, that
we have to pay out in a superannuation allowance
what equals the amount of the nominal reduction.

Mr. FOSTER. We have the advantage of
avoiding the payment of a very large salary to the
head officer.

Sir RICHARD, CARTWRIGHT. I see that
Mr. Graham had a salary of $3,000 before. I
should like to know who takes his place and at
what salary ?

. Mr. FOSTER. The officer who takes his place
is J. H. McLaughlin, who was receiving $1,200,
and who now gets in his new place a salary of
£1,800. '

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I suppose
another officer is put in Mr. McLaughlin’s place ?

Mr. FOSTER. There were previously five
officers. QOne of them, Mr. Chambers, died dur-
Mg the year, and his place has not been filled.
Mr. hécLaughlin, who was next to Mr. Graham,

takes charge of the office at a salary of $1,800,
and a third class clerk has been appointed at &
salary of, I think, $500.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is Mr.-
Graham’s retiring allowance ?

Mr. FOSTER. I have not that item here, but I
will give the hon. gentleman the information.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. When did
the retirement take place ? I suppose the amount
will not appear in the Superannuation Accounts of
this year ?

Mr. FOSTER. It took place this year.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Will the
hon. gentleman state whether Mr. Graham has re-
tired on the proportion of his year’s salary, or
whether anything has been added ?

Mr. FOSTER. Nothing has been added. He
has the usual superannuation allowance.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. He lives in

Victoria ?
Mr. FOSTER. Yes.

Mr. Mc(MULLEN. Country savings banks in the
Maritime Provinces—I would like to know if it is
not possible for the Government to do away with
these Dominion savings banks. When we have a
good system of Post Office savings banks now all
over the Dominion, I cannot understand the neces-
sity of keeping in existence a number of banks in
the Maritime Provinces, and paying away $13,000
or $14,000 a year for salaries, when they can just
as well be dispensed with, and all the work done
by the Post Office savings banks. I presume the
reduction of $1,000 this year means that one of
these institutions has been closed up. Now, I
would like to know, if that has been done, why we
could not eventually wipe out all these institu-
tions in the Maritime Provinces ?

Mr. FOSTER. Following out the end suggested
by my hon. friend, we have adopted this policy :
Whenever an officer in charge of one 0? these
savings banks—at least outside the large cities
—dies or resigns, the amount of the deposit
is then transferred to the Post Office Depart-
ment, and thereafter managed the same as the
Post Office savings bank. Last year, for instance,
I transferred over a million dollars ™ from
Dominion savings banks, that were closed in that
way, to the Post Office savings banks; and
gradually, by following out this system, we shall,
with the exception, it may be, of some of the large
cities, in which there are other circumstances, have
them all amalgamated with the Post Office savings
b;.nks system, and go on more economically, as 1
admit.

Mr. Mc(MULLEN. That is virtually an acknow-
ledgment that these institutions are simply kept
alive for the purpose of finding a salary for those
men employed in them for past years. The Minis-
ter admits that as soon as these men die the
offices will be closed up. That is a confession that
the necessity of their existence is gone. I don’t
think the country should be asked to comtinue
institutions of that kind simply because some men
have got to be provided for. The fact of the
matter is, we are providing for too many men now.
If there can be no better excuse given for the con-
tinuation of this systemn than the Minister ha



163

[COMMONS]

164

offered to the House, then the sooner he wipes the
whole thing out, the better.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Commission
on sum for payment of interest on public debt,
$36,094.05. I observe, in connection with this, that
there has been a ecorrespondence between - the
Auditor General and the Finance Department with
reference to a supply of vouchers for brokerage
charged on the last loan. There is no doubt a
good deal of force in the contention of Baring &
Glyn, that vouchers cannot be supplied under the
usual terms of doing business. On that point Tam
not disposed to object ; and it was only proper and
right that the demand of the Auditor should be
complied with as regards persons who receive
brokerage when the amounts are paid separately.
Apparently nothing further has been done than to
call their attention to it, but there has been time
enough now to receive some information on the
point. I see that this letter of the Auditor General
was dated on 5th December, 1888, being consider-
ably over a year ago ; and in the period that has
since elapsed it seems to me there can be no pos-
sible reason why that information has not been
given. I see that the subject was brought to the
notice of Baring & Bros. in January, 1889. I find
this in the Auditor General’s Report, C 25 and 26.

Mr. FOSTER. With reference to that I may
say that the correspondence there, as my hon.
friend will see, rests on the arrangement that when
Sir Charles Tupper came to this side he would see
the Auditor General and make full explanations to
him. That, I believe, has been done, and so much
to the satisfaction of the Auditor General that he
has passed the accounts. With reference to the
vouchers mentioned by my hon. friend, I will ask
whether these have been received or not ? The
correspondence does not show that.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Idonotwant
to insist upon this item, which is correct enough,
being held over on that score. But it is quite clear,
I think, that -what the Auditor General asks for is
reasonable enough. He waives his claim for the
vouchers ; all he wants is to know the name of the
brokers employed and the sums paid ; and you will
observe that Baring Bros. do not dispute that they
can furnish them, although they refer the Auditor
General, or the deputy Minister, to Sir Charles Tup-
per for explanations. Now, I presume that the
details have been given, and I shall ask the hon.

entleman, if this matter is not to be discussed
?urther now, that he will agree to cause to be laid
on the Table a statement of the brokers to whom
these sums are paid, and the amounts.

Mr. FOSTER. I will make enquiry into it, any-
way.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Will you
agree to lay that statement on the Table, supposing
it has been furnished, if you have not got it %

Mr. FOSTER. I have not got it, but I will
enquire about it There is no objection to lay on
the Table everything that can properly be brought
down. ©

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is no
difficulty in this. We ought to know what sums
are paid to the various brokers. Then the hon.
gentleman can tell me, I suppose, when the House
goes into Committee of Supply again, what he can

Mr. McMULLEN.

say on this matter, to save the necessity of making
a formal motion for it.

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.

Mr. McMULLEN. The House will remember
that when we were discussing the question of ap-
pointing Sir Charles Tupper as High Commissioner
in London, the First Minister stated to us that a
great saving to the country would be effected by
having a High Commissioner in London. He
stated that we would more than save all his salary
and expenses by having him there to look after
loans, and commission, and so forth. But, in look-
ing over the Public Accounts, I cannot see that
there has been any change in the charges this year,
as compared with past years. It appears to me
that all the items for expenses in connection with
meeting the interest, paying loans, and generally
handling the accounts of the Dominion in London,
are about as high as they were before a High Com-
missioner was appointed at all. I should like to
know what particular duties in connection with the
public debt the High Commissioner performed,
whereby this country is saved large sums of money,
as was promised by the First Minister. Hon.
gentlemen will remember that when the appoint-
ment was under consideration, the right hon. the
Premier distinctly stated that a very large sum
would be saved In connection with the duties
which the High Commissioner would be able to
perform in London with respect to the national
debt. Can the Finance Minister state any sums
that have been saved by Sir Charles Tupper in con-
nection with handling the public debt ?

Mr. FOSTER. With regard to the item at pre-
sent before the House, payments for commission
and brokerage, my hon, friend will understand that
this payment is in pursuance of the arrangement
which has been running with our financial agents
for a number of years. I think the last arrange-
ment was a modified one, made by Sir Leonard
Tilley during the time he was in office as Finance
Minister, by which arrangement charges which had
hitherto prevailed were very largely reduced.
This reduction took place, and an arrangement was
made, based upon the condition that it should con-
tinue for a number of years. This period will not
expire till 1892 ; and I am sure the hon. gentleman
would not wish any breach of faith between the
Government, on the one hand, and the financial
agents, on the other, with regard to the payment
o% commissions. As to the benefits derived to the
country from the presence and action of the High
Commissioner on the other side, that is a subject
which we are not afraid to discuss when any item
in regard to it comes before the Committee, if the
hon. gentleman wishes to discuss the advantages
to the country of having a High Commissioner
resident in London.

Mr. McMULLEN. I do not challenge the state-
ment of the Finance Minister with respect to the
duties performed by the High Commissioner out-
side the public debt. It may be that he has dis-
charged the duties very well. It must be remem-
bered, however, that when the question of the
appointment of the High Commissioner was before
the House, the First Minister stated that a large
saving would be effected in connection with the

ublic debt by having a High Commissioner there.
he House was, however, virtually misled, for,
according to what the Finance Minister has said,
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the First Minister must have known that this
arrangement with the financial agents was then in
force. The Finance Minister now states that the
arrangement will not expire until 1892, that Sir
Charles Tupper’s presence in London is of no con-
sequence or advantage to the country, notwith-
standing the fact that the First Minister had
previously stated that his presence would be of
very great advantage. This is a very striking
confession on the part of the Finance Minister.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. 1 am afraid
there was too much truth in the remark of my hon.
friend from Wellington (Mr. McMullen), that the
benefit expected to be derived from the appoint-
ment of a High Commissioner, in the direction of
saving brokerage and commission,has certainly not
been realised. However, I desire to enquire from
the Finance Minister with respect to another
matter. The Minister is aware that there are two
ways in which our bonds are held. Some are used
as ordinary securities and held by the parties, and
others are put on register. Does the hon. gentle-
man know in what way we are holding those sums
which are invested for sinking fund purposes ? Are
they held under register, or do our trustees receive
and keep the bonds per se just as they buy them
on the market ?

Mr. FOSTER. I cannot answer that question,
but T will make enquiries. -

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. 1Iaminclined
to think, if there is a register, it would be better
to avail ourselves of it,to prevent any possible loss
or accident.

Mr. FOSTER. In regard to the item of $50,000
for printing Dominion notes, I may say this is an
increase of $7,000. By reference to the Public
Accounts it will be seen that the amount voted has
been for several years too small, and this was the
case last year. I propose to take a vote which, in
the opinion of the Department, will be sufficient
to cover the expenditure, namely, $50,000.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Has the Government any
contract for the work ?  Was it let to the lowest
tenderer ?

Mr. FOSTER. I suppose so. The contract
was for five years, from the 22nd October, 1886.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Who holds

the contract *
Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Burland.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I was about
to call the attention of the House to the fact that,
Whereas a vote was taken under this heading for
184,000, no less than $20,000 more was spent last
year. It is useless to bring down Estimates when
the expenditure cannot be brought within them.
The estimated sum last year was $179,000, but
the Government actually spent, of course in part
Without authority, $202,276. Has the Minister
reason to believe he will be able to keep any

etter within the present estimate than he was
able to do last year ? .

Mr.. FOSTER. I think there will be no diffi-
culty in keeping within the present estimate.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The excess
Was over $20,000.

. Mr. FOSTER. It inti -
inion noteg. was largely for printing Dom. |

Mr. SOMERVILLE. My question has not been
answered. Was the contract let to the lowest
tenderer ?

Mr. FOSTER. The contract is with Mr.
Burland, who had had the contract for a number of
years; and in the renewal of the contract in 1886,
no doubt regard was had to the fact that Mr.
Burland had had this contract before, and had
been put to all the expense that was necessary in
the procuring of the plant and other requirements
to carry on the very responsible work of printing
bills. At the time of the renewal a very significant
reduction was made from the old price, and I have
no hesitation in saying now, after having made
full enquiry into the prices paid for similar work,
not only in this country, but in the United States,
that we are getting as good work and as cheap
work in this line as we can hope to get, consistent
with the necessity for having the work done near
to us and having it under our supervision. ‘

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). You did not answer
the question. Did some one ever offer to do it
cheaper ?

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Are we to understand
that no tenders were asked for this work, the
last time that this contract was let? Is it
not a fact that parties offered to do this work at a
much lower price than Mr. Burland ?

Mr. FOSTER. It is a fact that parties sent in
offers to do the work, but I do not think it is a
fact that the offers were at lower prices.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. The Finance Minister
ought to be able to give us some definite informa-
tion in reference to this matter. It is quite a large
expenditure, and I think we ought to be put into
possession of the facts. If the hon. gentleman
does not know what the facts are, the item should
stand over until he gives us the information.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not think there is any
necessity for that.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Unless my
recollection deceives me greatly, Mr. Desbarats, of
Montreal, tendered for this work, and I think Mr.
Desbarats was not allowed to be a tenderer. He
has asserted, if I am not entirely misinformed,
that he was prepared and able to do this work
(which is an important work and one which costs
us, in the course of five years, some three
or four hundred thousand dollars) for decidedly
less than Mr. Burland was in the habit of receiv-
ing. At all events, we ought to have one rule and
one measure in those matters. If the hon. gentle-
man is going to abandon the system of tendering
for such purposes, well and good. We can dispute
it from this side, but we would understand it. We
ought to know, and the public ought to know in
advance, what the responsibility of the Govern-
ment is in respect to contracts running for several
years and involving expenditures of several hun-
dreds of thousands of dollars. My own impres-
sion is, that, undoubtedly, we ought to invite ten-
ders for this work, seeing that a large sum of pub-
lic money is concerned, and seeing that Mr. Des-
barats, and others in his position, are as well en-
titled to have the chance to do the work as Mr.
Burland himself.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. Minister will see that
he is wasting a good deal of the time of the House
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in not giving a direct answer to a direct question.
It has taken us now a considerable time:- to elicit
the fact that no tenders were asked for this work ;
but the fact has come out all the same. If the hon.
the Minister of Finance had given the information
directly, he would have saved a good deal of the
time of the House.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I think we ought to be in
possession of the information we ask for, before this
item is passed. We are entitled to know the price
paid to this firm over the prices asked for by the
other firm in Montreal. T contend that the Minis-
ter of Finance was not in a position to judge
whether the firm that tendered to do this work at
a much less figure than the present contractors,
would not perform the service as well and as faith-
fully as the firm who are favored with the contract
without any tender. We should have this informa-
tion from the hor. gentleman.

Mr. FOSTER. This matter has been discussed
every year. We have considered this item for the
past three or four years, and I think the House is
seized of all the facts in connection with it. I
think my hon. friend will agree that it is not quite
possible to follow exactly the same course in a
matter of this kind as it is with an ordinary tender
for new work. There are various considerations
which come into this which would not come into
an ordinary tender. Mr. Burland received this
work at first, and he performed it to the satisfac-
tion of the Government. He had incurred a very
large outlay for plant and for the necessaries to
carry on the establishment, and as the Government
felt that this work should be done in Ottawa,
under supervision as close and eflicient as possible,
Mr. Burland agreed to come to Ottawa, and to put
up buildings in every way suitable for the work,
where we might have a thorough supervision of the
printing and engraving of these bills. In addition
to this, Mr. Burland also made a very considerable
reduction on his rates for engraving and printing.
As I said before, the work has been done very
satisfactorily, and it is done now as well and as
cheaply as that style of work is done anywhere.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I would like to enquire
whether the Government are the owners of the
engraved plates which are used in the production
of the notes, or is the contractor the owner of
these plates?

Mr. FOSTER. The Government, of course, are
the owners of the plates.

‘Mr. SOMERVILLE. If the Government are
the owners of the plates, it is a good guarantee
that the work will be done as well by any other
contractor as by Mr. Burland, for they would use
the same plates.

Mr. BOWELL. No.

. Mr. SOMERVILLE. Certainly; they do not
make a different plate each time.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman knows
that there is a great difference in the inks used in
that class of engraving and others.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). It appears to me that
the information given by the hon. Minister is very
far from being satisfactory.

Mr. FOSTER. It is reasonable.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). It is either necessary to
call for tenders, or it is unnecessary. We have no

Mr. CasEy.

right to consider the original tender in-a renewal,
for the contractor tendered to do a work for which
he was amply and fully paid. Are we to allow
these contractors to continue this work year in and
year out because they have done the work well ?
I hold that if the Government pretends to let con-
tracts by tender they should allow this work to be
tendered for as well as others. If the Government
think it is unnecessary to call for tenders for work ;
if they think they can manage it better without
tenders, why do not they announce to the country
that they do not intend to have work performed
by tender, and that they intend to let contracts to
their favorites without any protection to the public
at all. T really think it 1s unfair that the hon.
Minister of Finance should hedge himself in the
manner in which he does in reference to this
matter. He should have said at once that the
Government did not call for tenders, or that they
did not intend to call for tenders, and that in the
opinion of the Government the work would be
much better done if left to the option of Ministers.
If the hon. gentleman had stated that manfully at
the commencement, we would not object to it. Is
it because Mr. Burland has agreed to come toOttawa,
and that he has done the work satisfactorily, that we
should consider he is entitled to a prior claim
to everybody else? That is an unreasonable propo-
sition for the Government to make. Carry that
principle throughout the various departments of
the Government and you will see how disastrously
it will end. The question arises : Is it necessary
to have any tenders for work at all? If it is not,
let them announce to the country at once that they
do not intend to have any more tenders, but that
they intend to give the work to their favorites, to
run the machine entirely in the interest of their
friends and supporters, and then we will under-
stand it quite well.

Gov.-General’s Secretary’s Office..... $10,150
Mr. FOSTER. The only increases are statutory

increases. :
Office of the Queen’s Privy Council for
Canada. ..oooviiiiiii i, $27,405
Mr. FOSTER. The increases are the usual

statutory increases and one messenger.

Department of Justice............... . $21,235
Mr. FOSTER. Statutory increasesare the only
increases.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How many
are there?

Mr. FOSTER. Eight at $50, one at $25, one at
$30, and one at $22.50.

Department of Justice,—Penitentiaries
ranc :
Mr. FOSTER, There is one statutory increase
at $50.
Department of Militia and Defence... $43,300

Mr. FOSTER. There are sixteen statutory in-
creases of $50 each.

$35,972 50

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Four officials
appear to be required for this Department, in addi-
tion to the twenty-eight it had before. I shall be
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glad to hear from the hon. Secretary of State on
what grounds he requires so large an augmenta-
tion of his staff ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Since the Act was passed
allowing employés to receive commissions, the
number of commissions issued, for which fees are
paid, has been very much increased, so much so
that, since the passage of the Act, four employés
have been constantly occupied in engrossing the
commissions. They were paid from $2 to $2.50,
and I think one at $3 per day. Itis special skilled
work, as was shown by specimens which were laid
before the House, and I must say it is a work
which is creditable to the Government and credit-
able to those who are receiving those commissions.
Instead of leaving those employés to be paid at so
much a day, we have put them on the permanent
staff, where they should be, I think, because it is
not likely that their work will decrease.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Can the hon.
Minister tell us how many gentlemen are required
to receive commissions under the regulation to
which he refers ?  Whatever may be necessary, it
appears to me that he should hardly require to
keep four men employed permanently, from year to
year, to engross commissions.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. They are also required to
engross proclamations and other documents, and
the work done by them is very voluminous. I
shall be glad to give the number of commissions
in a return to the House.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.
grade are the commissions issued ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I think down tosecond class
clerks, as well as a great many in the outside
service,

To what

Department of Printing and Stationery.$22,710

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Iwould like the Secretary
of State to explain in some measure this expendi-
ture. Tt seems to me that an extraordinary num-
ber of employés are required to administer the
affairs of the printing bureau, in comparison with
those who were employed by the contractors.

Mr. FOSTER. I will give the hon. gentleman
& general statement on that subject. There were
elg}lt statutory increases at $30, one at $30 and one
at 820, making a total of $450. There was one new
first class clerk at $1,400. There was an addition
to the salary of Mr. Foran, as caretaker of the
printing bureau, $100. Then there is an increase,
!’y additional second-class clerks’ salaries amount-
Ing to §3,300, less $2,900 paid to the same officers
ast year, making a total increase of $2,350. Then
there is the difference between the salaries voted
st year for two third-class clerks and those of
Ellleigguccessors, $950, making a total increase of

Mr. SOMERVILLE. [ suppose this would xnot

¢ the proper time to discuss the expenditure on
the printing bureau.

Mr. FOSTER. That will come under an item,
later on, I think.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I think, however, the
Cfl’lltra,ctors got along with a less number of em-
goyés than this. I do not think they had more

1an one-fourth of this number employed to dis-

;}e“; ge the duties which are now costing $22,710 a

Mr. CHAPLEAU. My hon. friend, though he
has been long in the House, unfortunately thinks
only of the printers and the contractors, but he
should remember that the Department of Printing
and Stationery existed when we had contractors.
That Department existed under the Administration
which preceded this one, and it has, in fact, always
existed. In the printing bureau itself, I do not
think we have more than one or two employed in
addition to those who were employed under the
contractors, and we have no contractors. Certainly
the contractors were worth two men.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. The explanation of the
Secretary of State was quite nnnecessary, because,
at page 12, letter G, anyone can find the explana-
tion. Iwasquiteaware that the expenditure for the
Printing and Stationery Department is included in
this item, but I say that there are a good many
now employed more than were employed by the
contractors.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Do you mean printers ?

Mr. SOMERVILLE. No; I am talking of the
clerks and the managers.

Mr. CHAPLEAU.
mistaken.

Mr. SOMERVILLE.
here, altogether.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. If you take Mr. McLean
and Mr. Roger, our last contractors, as being
worth two, you will find that there has been no
increase in the number.

Mr. McMULLEN. As far as I can see, we
have a bigger contract on hand in regard to this
printing bureau than ever we had before. I
think it is going to be a pretty costly arrangement
for this Dominion. The Secretary of State, when
he introduced the Bill to establish a printing
bureau, assured the House in plain terms that he
anticipated a considerable saving, that he thought
the work would be done better and more satis-
factorily, and at less cost than before ; but, since
we have been in Ottawa, it has appeared to us
that it will prove more costly than ever. None
can deny that the building is a very creditable
structure, but it is a very expensive one, and,
when we realise the amount it is going to cost us
—though I hope it will be much less than is
reported—we must see that it will be a very
costly establishment. Thehon. gentleman appears
to be getting into deep water with the printers
and others in connection with it. We all hope
his prediction will be true, and that the country
will save money by this work, notwithstanding
what has appeared in the press.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. When the proper time comes,
we will see to that. I know my hon. friend
generally takes a gloomy view of the expenditure
of the Government, and that he is not over liberal
in giving to the Government the allowances neces-
sary for the public expenditure ; but, if we had not
had the accidents which have occurred, and which,
I hope with him, will not occur again, the condition
of affairs would have been different, and, when the
printing bureau is fully and completely in opera-
tion, I believe we shall be able to realise the
economies which I anticipated, even without
reference to the improvement in the appearance
and quality of the work. If we cannot do so, it
will not be my fault.

Then my hon. friend is

I find there are twenty
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Mr. SOMERVILLE. I understood, by areport
which I saw in a newspaper, that the Secretary of
State had admitted to a deputation of printers that
waited upon him, that the printing had, so far,
cost much more than it did under the contractors.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I said it had cost more than
I had anticipated, owing to the difficulty in which
we have been placed, because we have had to carry
on two establishments, in consequence of the un-
finished state of the building. What Isaid was,
that this year the economies had not been what 1
anticipated, and I asked the printers not to press
the Government at present, as the results this
year had not been what we anticipated in regard
to economy.

Department of the Interior—Dom-
inion Lands........ooovvee i $87,187 50

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Here, again,
we find a very large increase asked for. Last year
seventy-one officials were required for the Dominion
Lands branch, and this year we find that eighty-
one are required. Turning to the end of this
volume, the House will see that, in addition to the
$87,187 which is asked for here, an amount is asked
for Dominion Lands chargeable to income, of
$172,143, and for Dominjon Lands chargeable to
capital, of $95,000, making, if you include the Min-
ister’s salary and the contingencies of his Depart-
ment, a sum total of very close to $400,000 which
is required for the Department of the Interior
practically for the administration of our lands in
the North-West, from which the actual receipts
last year were just $237,000. That is, we are asked
to expend $400,000 in order to collect $237,000. A
bad showing, that, Mr. Chairman, for theredemption
of the promises which were so solemnly made by the
First Minister and Sir Charles Tupper, that within
about a ycar from the present date we should be in
the reception of $50,300,000 net, as the result of
our expenditure upon those lands. I should be
glad to hear why this increased expenditure is
necessary, and, in particular, why the hon. gentle-
man wants to have ten additional gentlemen ap-
pointed now, in order to collect $237,000 at a cost
to the country of $00,000 per anthun ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. If the hon. gentleman had
felt inclined to treat me with a little fairness, I
think he would have drawn attention to page
98 of the Estimates, where he will find that I
am proposing a saving of $13,605 on the Dominion
Lands expenditure.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.
and taking it out here.

Mr. DEWDNEY. The reason of the increase
of a certain number of third class clerks to Civil
Government is this : We have a very large num-
ber of temporary clerks, some of whom have been
in the service from three to eight years, and it is
proposed to take some of these clerks and put
them into the permanent class. We are paying to
the clerks that I propose to take out of the
temporary class, $6,525, and in the permanent class
we shall pay them $4,200.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman is
asking the same amount of contingencies as before,
out of which these clerks are paid.

Mr. DEWDNEY. Noj; these clerks were all paid
out of Dominion Lands moneys, and that is where
Mr. CHAPLEAU.

I dare say,

the saving is. I have not forgotten the debate we
had upon this question last year, and I have givena
great deal of attention to the remarks made by the
hon. member for Bothwell, and I hope to make,
during the year, some re-arrangement which will,
to a great extent, meet the recommendation he
made last year. Ihave enquired, during the recess,
into the working of the Dominion Lands branch
in connection with our head office, and I have
come to the conclusion that thereis a great deal in
what the hon. gentleman said last year. I find
there is considerable duplication of work, which I
hope to remedy during the coming year. In refer-
ence to the large expenditure which the hon.
gentleman has mentioned, he has only given the
figures of the cash received for land sales and
timber license fees ; but he has forgotten the
amount of scrip which, as I mentioned last year,
we should be given some credit for, and which I
think will amount to five or six hundred thousand
dollars. He must also recollect that we are giving
away land for railway subsidies. We are receiv-
ing greater value, I think, for our lands on account
of that work. Although we are not getting as
much cash as we expect to get, at the same time
we have the work which must be done, and we
must have the force to do it.

Mr. Mc(MULLEN. In comparing the accounts
of the Department of Interior the last two years, I
find that the entire receipts in 1888-89 are $239,830,
for land, timber and pasture land, everything that
came into the hands of the Minister for the year.
Then take Civil Government at Ottawa. The pay-
ment of salaries at Ottawa amounts to $137,916;
outside service, including land board at Winnipeg,
$152,012, making a total of $289,928. Deduct
from this sum the amount received for land, timber
and pasture, and it leaves an actual loss of $50,107.
Then we have the Survey branch. 1find that $130,-
577.51 is charged to capital account ; that makes
$180,685.44 ; to that we have to add contingen-
cies, $19,301, which makes an actual loss in the
Department of the Interior to the country during
last year, of $199,986.44. It is surprising that the
Minister of the Interior can present to the House
the statement he has just made, in face of the
promises that were made to us with regard to the
receipts we were to get from lands in the North-
West. We have to take into consideration the
enormous sums paid to the outside service, $152,000,
including many officials at Winnipeg, the expensive
land board we have got up there, the many inspec-
tors and officials that are roaming around over the
prairie, which has virtually been constituted, as
my former leader pronounced it, a happy hunting
ground for officials of all kinds that can be put into
offices, and they are sent to the North-West and
put upon the resources of the country. I think it
1s time that a complete cleaning out of the whole
institution should be agreed to, and a stop put to all
this abominable business. Here we have another
High Commissioner—a tony fellow, I fancy hegnust
be—that lives in Winnipeg and draws $5,000 2
year, with some considerable perquisites into the
bargain. I think we ought to do away with that
land board, and the whole work done either
here or in Winnipeg. We are paying a staff of
officials $137,000 a year, and we are paying another
staff in the North-West $152,000 for doing the
same work. When a case comes before the land
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board at Winnipeg and it is not settled to the satis-
faction of either party, surely mno judge, nor
jury, nor land board here can settle it more satis-
factorily. Now I say that, under these circum-
stances, we should abolish either the one or the

other.

Geological Survey Branch............

Mr. FOSTER. There are ninetéen statutory
increases, $950 ; one at $30; one first class clerk,
1,400 ; amount of Mr. Richard’s salary over his
predecessor, $100; then, $200 for the librarian,
which, make $2,680 of an increase. Then, differ-
ence between the salary of the technical officer and
his successor, $450 ; difference between the salaries
of Tyrrell and Adams and their successors, and
difference between the salaries paid to Faribault
and Richard, $650 ; making decreases of $1,110,
leaving a net increase of $1,580.

Mr. CASEY. I understand the Minister to say
that all the increase in the permanent salaries is
caused by the transfer of clerks from the extra
service to the permanent staff.

Mr. DEWDNEY. Transfers from the extra to
the permanent staff.

Mr. CASEY. Have they all passed the exam-
ination ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. They have not been appointed,
but they will have to pass the examination.

Mr. CASEY. It seems to be very ungenerous
to find fault with a department, but I cannot
allow this item to pass without entering my protest,
in order that I may have an opportunity at a later
stage to develop more fully my views: that not-
withstanding the very high character and abilities
of nearly all the gentlemen on the Geological Sur-
vey, we do not derive that benefit from the Depart-
ment which should be derived.  Those who
remember the results achieved by the very much
smaller staff under Sir William Logan, and even
later management, must be satisfied that this
Department is not practically managed. No doubt
the members of it are very able men, and are doing
the_zir best to earn their salaries, and, in fact, are
doing a great deal of work; but the practical
results are not what they should be. It is true

but, after all, I do not think the work of exploration
is such as it should be.

Department of Indian Affairs......... $46,890

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Here, again,
there is a very considerable increase both in the
expenditure and the staff.

Mr. FOSTER. The increase is explained by
1E["Vf%nty-four statutory increases at $50 each, one at
$25, one at $30, and one at $12.50, one new
dppointment at $900, two new appointments at
5400, and a promotion giving $50 ; the total increase
being $3,018.14.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Why should
three additional officers be required? There is a staff
of forty-four men, exclusive of the Minister. All
through the list we find large increases—four in one
DePaI'Qment, ten in another and twelve in another.

hese increases do not merely mean the salaries at
which the appointees begin, but in a very few
Years their salaries are increased to $1,200 or $1,400

each. This increase is unnecessary, and, at all
events, we should have an explanation regarding it.

Mr. DEWDNEY. The statutory increase covers
$1,259, leaving $1,600 to be accounted for. There
have been appointed two-third class clerks at $400,
and one, in the technical branch, at $800. This
increase was found to be absolutely necessary, and
provision was made accordingly. The item for
contingencies has been rednced $1,000, owing to
two temporary clerks paid out of it having been
placed on the permanent list. The Deputy Minister
advises me that these appointments are absolutely
necessary, and also one in the accountant’s branch
and an assistant type-writer. The increase is made
entirely on account of the statement of the Deputy
Minister that they were absolutely necessary.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We have had
a good deal of experience of this plan of taking
men from the temporary and putting them on the
permanent staff. Our experience has been, that,
although the Government during three, six or nine
months endeavor to effect the economy intended,
yet after eighteen months there were as many men
employed on contingencies as before, while the in-
crease on the permanent staff remained. Here the
increase has been four and not three, because the
messengers have been reduced by one. This is an
increase, practically, of more than 10 per cent. Is
the hon. Minister of the Interior now administering
the Department of Indian Affairs? If so, is it the
policy of the Government to re-unite the office to
that of the Minister of the Interior, and, if so, for
how long ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. 1T cannot say with regard to
the future, but I understand it has been attached to
the Department of the Interior for a number of
years; at all events, it has been since I have been
connected with the Department.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It wasseveredin 1879.
It was then taken charge of by the First Minister,
and, if it has been united, it must have been since
the present Minister took office.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I think Mr.
presented both Departments.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Are we to understand
that the volume of the business of the Department

White re-

that for this year there are many excellent reports, f has increased to an extent requiring the proposed

additional number of clerks? We have had no re-
presentation beyond the statement that the deputy
has said more employés were required, and the
Minister thereupon acceded to the wishes of the
deputy. We will wait till we get the contingen-
cies, and very likely we may find that the contin-
gencies ought to be reduced also. I want toknow,
is there a larger volume of work being performed
in the Department than there was last year, neces-
sitating an increased number of employés to do
the work ? If the Minister cannot establish that
he ought not ask the House for an increased
number of clerks.

Mr. DEWDNEY. If the hon. gentleman would
only read the annual report he will find the busi-
ness of the Department of the Interior has been in-
creasing very largely. If there had been no increase
I should be the last to have supported the recom-
mendation made by my deputy. This Department
has been extending for years, and the report shows
that the business has been increasing materially for
the past year.
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon.
gentleman seems to be speaking of the Department
of the Interior.

Mr. DEWDNEY. No; the Indian Department.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon.
gentleman said the Interior Department.

Mr. DEWDNEY. That was a mistake, it was
the other.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not
exactly see that there isany increase of Indians.
‘We have not made any new treaty, have we ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Only a small one last year.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Where was
that ¢

Mr. DEWDNEY. With the Indians mnorth of
Prince Albert ; the surrendering of 11,000 square
miles.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The number
of Indians there is very small, is it not ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes, about 800 families.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That would
account for some additional work. Still, it is not
an important treaty ; and, excepting that, there has
been, I think, no increase in the Indian population.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I am sorry to say there has
been a decrease.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes; I was
about to remark that, on the contrary, the number
of Indians are decreasing.

Mr. DEWDNEY. Buta large number work on
the reserves.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Still, consider-
ing the enormous outside force we have had in
connection with the Indians, I should think that
would not throw any great amount of extra work
on the Department here. 'We have got, as the hon.
gentleman knows, a host of new instructors and
.other officers of various kinds to look after the
Indians on the reserves—quite enough, I should
think, to do the work without imposing on the
Minister any necessity for additional clerks here.
The Minister stated, generally, that there was more
work, but he did not say how it came about.

Mr. DEWDNEY. When the Indians come in
on their reserves more officers are employed.
There is more correspondence and the returns are
more numerous, which we insist in having from
each agency. For a year or two previous to the
last year we have divided several of the large
a,gencies, which has necessitated the appointment
of more agents, and would necessarily give us
more work in the head office.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I may state to the hon.
Minister that I always read the departmental re-
ports when they are brought down. I have not
bad an opportunity of reading the report of his
Department last year, but most certainly I cannot
see that there was any extra work done in the
Indian Department. As my hon. friend from South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) says, the Indian

opulation has not increased, and I do not suppose
it is likely to increase. I think the Minister must
be mistaken in saying that there is more work in
the Indian Department. It appears, according to
the hon. gentleman’s statement, that when the
Deputy Minister says he wants a little more assist-
Mr. DEwpxEY.

T

ance, so that the balance of the clerks will not
have to work so hard, the Minister always ac-
cepts his recommendation. I do not think that
this is a good system. In looking over the Audi-
tor General’s Report, I find enormous expenditures
for the inside and outside service of the hon. gen-
tleman’s Department. I would like that the Min-
ister would point out to the House wherein the
volume of work in the Indian Department has so
increased so as to require an extra number of
clerks. If he does that, I think the House will say
that this is a necessary item, or otherwise I do not
think we can concur in it.

Mr. DEWDNEY. If a Minister is not to take
the word of his deputy with regard to the work
transacted in his Department, I wonld like to
know from whom he is to get the information ?

Mr. LAURIER. From himself.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I am aware that the
Minister took the word of his deputy last year.

Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes; and you will probably
hear some more before the Session is over. I may
state that I was myself satisfied that the work of
the Department was increasing, before I consulted
my deputy, and, if I thought it would be neces-
sary, I could have got for the hon. gentleman a
statement of  the increased correspondence and
work of the Department. I shall be glad to bring
it down later to the hon. gentleman.

Mr. McMULLEN. Will the hon. gentleman
explain the item at C 39 of the Auditor General’s
Report: ‘Thomas McKay & Co., reporting on
flour, 73 samples, at $5 a sample ; 60 samples, at
$4 a sample ; total, $605?”

Mr. DEWDNEY. I have nothing to do with
that, That is an outside vote.

Mr. McMULLEN. How does it come under
the heading of ‘‘ Departmental Salaries, Ottawa ?”

Mr. FOSTER. It is not under Civil Govern-
ment. If you will look at the page you will see
that there are two columns, and the Auditor
General has this year, different from any previous
year, gathered all salaries together, those that are
outside and those that are at Ottawa.

Mr. LAURIER. No one will father that item.

Mr. FOSTER. The Auditor General will tell
you its percentage.

Mr. Mc(MULLEN. Will the Minister of the
Interior take note of that and give us some in-
formation on it ? .

Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes; certainly.

Department of Inland Revenue ...$37,882 50
Mr. FOSTER. The increases are due to two
new second class clerks at $1,100, ten statutory
increases of $30 and one of $22.50, and the differ-
ence in the salaries of messengers, $150.

Customs Department.................. $36,730

Mr. FOSTER. There are twenty-one statutory
increases of $50 each, two promotions from third
class to second class, one statutory increase of $30,
and the difference in the salariesof messengers, $200.

Post Office Department............. ...$191,210

Mr. FOSTER. There are one hundred and six-
teen statutory increases of $50 each, eight of $30,
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and four of $20; four promotions from third class
to second class, one second class clerk omitted last
year, four new third class clerks, and three new
packers, making a total increase of $9,920 ; less the
salary of the Financial Comptroller, $3,200; the
difference between the salaries of two second class
clerks and those of their successors, $350, and the
difference in the salaries of packers, $120; total
decreases, $3,670 ; making a net increase of $6,250.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What has
hecome of the Financial Comptroller’s office ?

Mr. HAGGART. The Financial Comptroller
died, and we intend to dispense with the office,
giving the secretary the work formerly done by the
comptroller.

Mr. ELLIS. The returns prepared with refer-
ence to the number of persons employed in the
Post Office Department seem to me to be somewhat
misleading. Last year the Postmaster General
estimated for 199 employés, but 260 persons ap-
pear to have been paid. His estimated expenditure
was %184,960, while the actual expenditure was
$188,134 ; and the sum of $12,312 was paid out of
contingencies. The number of extra persons em-
ployed in that Department seems to be exceedingly
large.

Mr. HAGGART. It is very large. The con-
tingent expenditure is nearly $12,000 a year for that
purpose, and the reason for the increase of the
staff’ this year is that I am going to transfer some
of the temporary clerks to the permanent list, and
I am asking $6,500 less for contingencies this year
than last year.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Surely the
hon. gentleman has made a mistake in that state-
ment, or the printers have, for they have put down
535,000 for contingencies, as against $25,000 last
year.

Mr. HAGGART. I have made no mistake. I
have said that the amount I ask this year is $6,500
less than the expenditure of last year. My ex-
penditure last year was largely in excess of the
estimate.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think the whole
system is bad and misleading. A large number of
persons are employed every year in the different
departments as temporary clerks, and their salaries
ought to be provided for among the estimates for
the permanent expenditute of each department,
and not in the contingencies. Anything that can-
not be foreseen ought to be provided for out of
contingencies, and everything that can be foreseen
—and the experience of the members of the Gov-
ernment is sufficiently long to enable them to
determine this matter—ought to be estimated and
included in the ordinary expenditure of the Depart-
ment.  Therefore, in  many of these cases large
additions should be made to the estimated ex-
penditure for each Department, leaving to the
contingent account only those expenditures.which
cannot be foreseen or exactly estimated.

Mr. HAGGART. The hon. gentleman must be
mistaken, or I do not understand the object of the
contingent account, which is not to provide for un-
foreseen expenditure.

gek{r' MILLS (Bothwell). Then it is not contin-

Mr. HAGGART. My contingent account is not
for any such purpose as that. It is for the purpose
of paying expenditures which are foreseen and
known, and which might be estimated for. It is
for accounts which are regular, but which do not
come into the ordinary items. The ouly part of
my contingent account which can be called unfore-
seen is that for extra clerks, which only amounts
to $9,000 or $12,000 a year, which I intend to de-
crease in the direction the hon. gentleman suggests
as fast as possible, because I believe that each per-
son who is employed in the Department should have
his salary estimated for during the Session, and
that it should be voted for that purpose.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Then it is a misnomer
to call that a contingent account.

Mr. ELLIS. It appears that more than twenty
persons have been added to this Department during
the year. Is that statement correct, and, if so,
what is the reason for the increase ?

Mr. HAGGART. The addition was caused for
tworeasons. There was a large increase in the post
office receipts, and a large increase in the savings
bank branch receipts, and in the money order
receipts, and there was a larger increase in the cost
of management. In the savings bank branch
there is an increase of $1,300,000 in deposits, and
that requires a large increase in the staff of clerks.
In the money order department the business has
also increased, and that has demanded an increase
in the number of clerks ; but the increase of the
clerks employed in each case is less in ratio to the
business done than the number of clerks employed
before.

Mr. LANDERKIN. How many temporary
clerks are there in the Post Office Department ?

Mr. HAGGART. I cannot say off-hand. The
hon. gentleman will find the amount in the return,
and the pay is about $399 a year, on the average.
I think the amount is about $12,000, and, if he
divides that by about $400, he can arrive at the
number of extra clerks as nearly as possible.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Have you not had the
time to count them ?

Mr. HAGGART. No.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Can the Postmaster Gen-
eral tell me how many permanent officers there
are in the Post Office Department ?

Mr. HAGGART. You can see that by looking
at the list.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Did I under-
stand the Minister to say that the deposits in the
savings banks were increasing at present ?

Mr. HAGGART. TIsaid that there had been
transfers from the Finance Department to the
Post Office Department amounting to about
$1,300,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.
the Dominion savings banks?

Mr. HAGGART. Yes.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How did that
take place ? Did the Finance Minister shut up
these offices and the Post Office take them over?
Were they altogether in the Maritime Provinces ?

Mr. FOSTER. They were all in the Lower
Provinces, except, I think, one, which was in
British Columbia.

Is that from
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Department of Agriculture............ $55,960

Mr. FOSTER. In this there are twenty-four
statutory increases at $50, $1,200; two statutory
increases at $25, $50; two at $30, $60; and one
salary of a third-class clerk, omitted last year, of
$650. Then there is an amount of $500 to provide
for the appointment of Miss Steacy, and there is
an increase by promotion of one second-class clerk
to first class, amounting to $1,100, or a total of
increases of $3,560. The decreases consist in two
guardians dropped, $1,000, and the difference
between the salary of Mrs. Lyster and that of her
successor, $70, leaving the net increase $2,490.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What are
these guardians who have been dropped ?

Mr. FOSTER. I believe they were guardians
of the Patent room.

Mr. McMULLEN. I see that there is an
amount charged for Mr. George Johnson of $2,400.
Was that an amount left over from last year, or
how does it come to be put into this year’s vote ?

Mr. CARLING. Mr. Johnson’s appointment
was only permanently made during the present
financial year, and before that he was paid out of
the general vote. He is now a permanent officer,
receiving $2,400 a year, which is the maximum
salary of a chief clerk.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Where does
he come in here under the head of the Department
of Agriculture ? You had four chief clerks last
year, and I see the same number estimated now.
Under which of the items does Mr. Johnson
come ?

Mr. CARLING. His salary was estimated for
last year, but the appointment was not made until
this year.

Department of Marine...............829,417 50

Mr. FOSTER. There is an increase here,
caused by the promotion of three second class
clerks, amounting to $300 ; nine statutory increases
at $30, $450, and one at $37.50, making a total in-
crease of $787.50.

Mr. McMULLEN. Inregard to Charles F. Cox,
who was employed last year at $3.50 a day, what
is his position ?

Mr. TOPPER. Mr. Cox has been in the service
of the Department for a number of years, and is an
assistant to Mr. Anderson, the engineer. He is an
extremely valuable officer, and Mr. Anderson
would not be able to get on without him. I
think the amount paid him is very moderate for
the work he does. He is entirely engaged in re-
gard to the construction of lighthouses.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How long
has he been in the service ?

Mr. TUPPER. He has really been employed
by the Department for three years. If he were
made a permanent officer, it would simply mean
that his salary would increase from year to year,
and we are now able to secure his services for the
amount which has been paid to him.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Isthe nature
of his work such that after a time his services
could be dispensed with ?

Mr. TUPPER. In connection with officers of
that kind, the idea followed is this: The salary is

Mr. FosTER.

as fairly chargeable to the work performed as to
Civil Government, but this gentleman has been
specially employed in connection with our light-
houses. He is a draughtsman and engineer ; and I
think, as far as the Public Accounts are concerned,
it is better to keep his charges in their present
shape than to appoint such an officer a permanent
officer of the Department. He is simply employed
to perform that work in connection with light-
houses, and, if not paid in this way, would have to
be paid out of the amount voted for the construc-
tion of the lighthouses.

Mr. Mc(MULLEN. How many days’ work did
this gentleman perform last year ?

Mr. TUPPER. Although he is called a tempor-
ary clerk, he is permanently in the employ of the
Department at $3.50 a day.

Department of Fisheries................ $16,975

Mr. FOSTER. Here there are nine statutory
increases at $50, $450 ; one at $12.50, and there are
increases in class, bringing the total up to $637.50.

Department of Public Works........... $46,100

Mr. FOSTER. These are simply statutory
increases, seventeen at $50 and two at $30, making
a total of $910.

Department of Railways and Canals....$56,150

Mr. FOSTER. In this Department there are
twelve statutory increases at $50, $600. Then
there is an addition to Mr. Page’s salary of $1,500,
and an addition to Mr. Bradley’s salary of $400,
and there is a provision for one new first class clerk
of $1,400, making a total of $3,900. There is a
decrease in the accountant’s salary of $1,800, a dif-
ference between Mr. Costin’s salary and that of his
successor of $300, and the difference between the
salaries of two third class clerks promoted and
those of their successors amounting to $1,000, or a
total decrease of $3,100, leaving a net increase of
$800.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Idonot know
that I have any objection to make to the increase
of Mr. Page’s salary. He has been a very valuable
officer, and has been for a long time in our service.
Whether some of the hon. gentleman’s friends and
supporters equally appreciate him, may be doubted.
But I presume that this is really not so large an
increase as it appears. I think Mr. Page received
formerly some other allowances.

Mr. FOSTER. This is not in lieu of any other
services. It is an absolute increase to his salary.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Will the Minister give
us the reason for increasing Mr. Bradley’s salary ?

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Bradley is an old officer of
the Department, and has been continually in the
service for about twelve years. It was considered
that his services entitled him to an increase of $400.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I notice that
this increase is hardly correctly stated as regards
Mr. Schreiber. In last year’s Estimates he figured
in two different places. His regular salary as
engineer of Government railways was $4,000. It
is true there was an allowance made him, but that
was for special services. ’

Mr. FOSTER. That was an absolute increase
to his salary of $2,000.
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. He has re- Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. So I am.
ceived a sum, I am aware, of $2,000 for a long Mr. WILSON (Elgin). No doubt of it. We

time, and it was stated to be for a distinctly dif-
ferent service. ¢ Mr. Schreiber, $2,000 a year as
chief engineer of the Canadian Pacific Railway,
and to be paid out of the appropriation for that
railway.” This is really an increase of $2,000, be-
cause 1 presume that work on the Canadian Pacific
Railway has closed.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. With respect to
Mr. Schreiber’s salary, although it is quite true
that the work on the Canadian Pacific Railway has
ceased to a very considerable extent, still, his
labors on the whole have not decreased. The
work iy incessant, not only to look after the
Intercolonial and its branches, but the whole
system of railways that have been assisted by
subsidies have got to be under his strict super-
vision. The two salaries, $6,000, is not at all ex-
cessive, is very moderate, for an engineer of the
standing of Mr. Schreiber, who has so much
responsibility. T can assure the hon. gentleman
that Mr. Schreiber has remained in the service
from a sense of duty, because there were certain
responsibilities which he had undertaken as chief
engineer ; and he has abandoned a much larger
salary, if he would only accept it. I think it is
desirable that we should retain an officer like him
who, if he has any fault, has too great a regard
for the public treasury. I may say that he has
incurred a good deal of personal unpopularity
through his desire to protect the public treasury.
He is a most valuable officer and most conscientious.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am not
disposed myself to say that an officer of such im-
portance, and with such duties, would be overpaid
at the salary, although it is a large one compared
with salaries which the heads of the departments
get. Would the hon. gentleman explain to us the
sums paid to my old friend, Mr. Page, and to the
Secretary of the Department, whose salary he has
increased by $400. Mr. Page, I see, is raised
from $4,500 to $6,000.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. With respect to
Mr. Page, the hon. gentleman knows the great
work that is now upon his shoulders—the whole
work of carrying out the canal system, the eu-
largement of canals, the completing of the system,
the completing of the Sault Ste. Marie canal ; and
when his salary is compared with those of
hydraulic engineers, he has been kept down at a
very low rate. I do not think the hon. gentleman,
however economical he may be, will object to
that salary. With regard to Mr. Bradley’s salary,
Lask that it be allowed to stand.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). In regard to the Chief
Engineer of Railways, we have the positive asser-
tions of the First Minister, and of the Minister of
Railways in previous Sessions, that, as soon as the
Canadian Pacific Railway was completed, the item
of $2,000 would be struck out of the Estimates.
We bore with it, expecting to see that promise
realised. Now they tell us the railroad is com-
pleted, yet the $2,000 appears in another way.
The Prime Minister assures us that this official is
& very patriotic servant, that he is sacrificing him-
self to the interests of the country for the sum of
56,000 a year. It is certainly very gemerous on
his part.” I should think the First Lfinister feels
wonderfully grateful to him.

are paying for the official’s gratefulness a pretty
liberal salary, and one entirely different from
what we expected to pay when the Canadian
Pacific Railway was completed. A few words with
respect to Mr. Page. No doubt he is a very effici-
ent officer ; at least I am inclined to think so,
although some of the right hon. gentleman’s own
supporters are evidently not of that opinion, be-
cause there is a motion on the paper to impeach
that official. When threatened with impeachment
it is hardly fair to increase that official’s salary by
$1,500 a year, unless it is by way of consolation.
Canals are to be built and enlarged under his re-
sponsibility, and at the same time there is impeach-
ment hanging over him by one of the First Minis-
ter’s leading supporters. Are we to understand
that these men are to be compensated, because one
is certain of impeachment and another is such a
patriotic man, that he is willing to sacrifice not only
himself but his relations in the service of the coun-
try ? I cannot understand the item with respect
to Mr. Bradley ; but that is allowed to stand.
It appears to me that none of these items are
thoroughly understood. They have not been con-
sidered, and I hope the Government will see their
way clear, after reconsidering them, to come to the
conclusion that they are paying one man a little
too liberally for being patriotic and another too
much for being threatened with impeachment, and
will strike out the increases.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. As the hon. gen-
tleman says, although the statement may satisfy
the hon. gentleman from Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright), it will not. satisfy him. 1 have un-
dertaken many great works, including the build-
ing of the Canadian Pacific Railway, but I shall
never undertake to satisfy the hon. gentleman, If
we look through Hansard from the time he has
had the honor and advantage of being a member of
this House, I do not think it will be found that
the hon. gentleman has expressed satisfaction with
any one measure brought forward, or with any
statement made, before Parliament, and I, there-
fore, decline to attempt-to give satisfaction to the
hon. gentleman. As regards the impeachment of
Mr. Page, that will be another page in his his-
tory. In the meantime, I repeat that I believe
both those gentlemen are well worthy of their pre-
sent salaries. Canada can afford to pay engineers
fair allowances for their services, if they are really
good engineers, and I believe these two men to be
good engineers and to render valuable services.
The hon. gentleman has said he remembers my
making a statement about Mr. Schreiber’s salary
being cut down when the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way was completed. That is not my recollection.
I paid very little attention to these matters; my
predecessor, Mr. Pope, looked after them for him-
self. I do not mean to say that some discussion
did not take place in which I may have spoken,
but I have no recollection of making such a state-
ment, and the matter was not within my Depart-
ment. I am sure the Committee will accept these
two increases, although they may not be quite to
the satisfaction of the hon. member for Elgin.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I regret exceedingly that
I cannot place that amount of confidence in the
First Minister which I should like to do. I ac-
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-quired a history of the right hon. gentleman before
I came into the House. I had full opportunities of
knowing that it could hardly be expected that the
right hon. gentleman would satisfy one of the Op-
position if he merely depended on statements
made by him. Could I for a moment expect to
be fully satisfied, unless I had some evidence, proof
and substantial guarantee, given by the hon. gen-
tleman that certain things would be carried out?
I can well remember when the hon. gentleman held
up his hands and*declared these hands were clean,
when they were not clean. I can well remember
when the hon. gentleman was conducting certain
elections, that he asked for another $10,000. I
well remember, also, when he held up his hands
and said: Would to God he could catch a certain
individual, when, at the same time, he was giving
Bishop Taché $1,000 to get him out of the country.
Could it be expected that on the right hon. gentle-
man’s simple assertion I should be ready to believe
him ? The hon. gentleman might be able to build the
Canadian Pacific Railway ; in fact, it was an easy
matter for him to do so. He could put his hands
into the public treasury up to the elbow, and pro-
ceed with the construction of the Canadian Pacific
Railway, with the Dominion at its back. Iwould
advise the hon. gentleman, in making comparisons
and statements as to his ability to convince, not to
use the construction of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way as an illustration. He should hold his head in
shame for many things connected with that road.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Order.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I retract any remarks
if T am out of order. T wish to say this: that if
the hon. gentleman would give some reasonable
proof why I should be convinced by him, I would
be prepared to accept any proposition and legisla-
tion in the interests of the country.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would simply
say that I do not object to the hon. gentleman’s
speech, although I think a good deal of it has been
heard before on the stump, and will, no doubt, be
heard on the stump hereafter. I said I did not
undertake the task of satisfying the hon. gentle-
man. There are no means of satisfying him. Why,
the hon. gentleman’s own Side cannot satisfy him.
He was not satisfied with the resolutions of my
hon. friend from North York (Mr. Mulock), and
how can I expect him to be satisfied with anything
coming from a rabid Tory like myself.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Anyhow, the
item stands.

Mr. LANDERKIN.
salary increased ?

Mr. FOSTER. It is proposed to increase it
now.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Did I understand that
Mr. Bradley’s salary was to stand at $2,400, or
that the item was to stand ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh, it was the
item that was to stand.

Committee rose and reported progress.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the
adjournment of the House.

‘When was Mr. Page’s

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 5.40
p.m.
Mr. Wiison (Elgin).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
Moxpay, 3rd February, 1890.
The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o’clock.

PRAYERS.

MEMBER INTRODUCED.

Josepa AIME Massug, Esq., Member for the Electoral
District of Richelieu, introduced by Sir John A. Maec-
donald and Hon. J. A. Chapleau.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 39) to incorporate the York County
Bank.—(Mr. Denison. )

Bill (No. 40) to incorporate the National Con-
struction Company.—(Mr. Brown.)

Bill (No. 41) to incorporate the Canada Cable
Company.—(Mr. Hesson.)

Bill (No. 42) to amend the Indian Advancement
Act.—(Mr. Doyon.)

Bill (No. 44) to further amend chapter 5 of the
Revised Statutes, respecting the Electoral Fran-
chise.—(Mr. Barron.)

FRAUD IN THE SALE OF CEREALS.

Mr. BURDETT moved for leave to introduce a
Bill to prevent fraud in the sale of cereals and
seed grain.

Mr. SPEAKER. There has been no notice of
that Bill. Being a public Bill, notice has to be
given.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS.

Mr. HESSON moved :

That the Public Accounts of the Dominion of Canada
for the fiscal year ended the 30th June, 1889, and the
Report of the Auditor General on Appropriation Ac-
counts for the same year, be referred to the Select
Standing Committee on Public Accounts.

Motion agreed to.

SUBSIDIES TO RAILWAY COMPANIES.

Mr. DEWDNEY moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 43) to amend chapter 4 of 52 Victoria,
intituled ‘‘An Act to authorise the granting of sub-
sidies in land to certain railway companies.” He
said : At our last Session, when the Dominion
Lands and Railways Subsidy Bill was before the
House, the land asked for by the Alberta Company
was given to the North-West Coal and Navigation
Company, through a clerical error. It is only to
correct that mistake.

Mr. MITCHELL. I suppose the gentleman re
sponsible for that mistake will pay all the ex-
penses of this legislation. He ought to.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That will be
the railway company.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

PRIVILEGE—LOYALTY TO HER MAJESTY:

Mr. COCKBURN. Before the mext Order is
called, I wish to make a personal explanation.
I shall read to the House an article which appeared
in the Montreal Herald of Saturday last, and
which runs as follows :—
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‘“DID HE SHIRK?

¢ Mr. Cockburn, one of the members for Toronto, and,
we believe, some other Conservative members, at heing
called to account by the press for having, it is alleged,
shirked the vote on Mr. %Iulock’s Loyalty motion, an
impression has been created that during recess some
remarks were made elsewhere, tending to show Mr.
Cockburn’s annexation tendencies, and_ attributing to
him a closer connection with the direction of Canadian
affairs than he quite possesses. Mr. Cockburn, it appears,
was not in the lobbies at the time the vote was taken,
but had already started from the Capital. It is held by
some that there is very little difference between the two
things, because it was known that the vote was about to
be taken.” .

In reference to this matter I have to state that
there is a certain modicum of truth in it, because
it is true that I was not in the lobbies at the time
the vote was taken, but I had already started from
the Capital ; indeed I had started four days before,
having been called to Toronto by urgent business.
I regret that I was not able to be present at the
time the vote was taken, and I need only say that
had I been present it would have given me the
greatest pleasure to vote for the loyal resolution
proposed by my hon. friend from North York
(Mr. Mulock), and so ably seconded by the gallant
member for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot). Indeed I
would not have thought it necessary to take any
notice of this article at all, but I could not regard
it as an ordinary article. It appeared in a paper
of which the merits have been held forth fo our
admiration so often, and so loudly vaunted by a
member who occupies no ordinary position in this
House, that I thought it required my attention.
Moreover, I am not dealing with an ordinary mem-
ber, but I am dealing with the sentiments of a great
party, a party which is one and indivisible, and
which, in the interests of the country, I hope will
ever remain so.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am very glad to find that
the hon. gentleman recognises that, in referring to
tl{e columns of the Montresl Herald, he is dealing
with no ordinary paper. Indeed he is not.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is an extra-
ordinary paper. :

Mr. MITCHELL. No doubt the right hon.
gentleman feels that sometimes. Iam glad to find
that a compliment is paid to myself by the hon.
gentleman when he says, speaking of the gentle-
man connected with that paper, that he is dealing
With no ordinary man. Sir, he is not.

Mr. SPEAKER. According to the Rules of the
House, I would remind the hon. gentleman that
he is out of order.

Mr. MITCHELL. T have been attacked, and I
am giving a personal explanation.

Mr. SPEAKER. These personal explanations
must be very short.

Mr. MITCHELL.  If you will tolerate the few
remarks 1 have got to make, we will get through
1t much quicker. He is dealing with an indepen-
dent man, and that is what I am scarcely inclined
to believe the hon. gentleman will state in refer-
ence to himself. ~ After having heard his explana-
thl’{S, and the feelings of loyalty he has expressed,
I'will say that I accept the apology he has made.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 20)
adian Junetion

f::‘s)ecting the Goderich and Can-
Uway, and to change the name

of the company to the Goderich and Wingham
Railway Company.—(Mr. Madill, for Mr. Rorter.)

Bill (No. 21) to incorporate the Lindsay, Bob-
caygeon and Pontypool Railway Company.—(Mr.
Corby, for Mr. Hudspeth.)

Bill (No. 22) to amend the Act to incorporate
the Belleville and Lake Nipissing Railway Com-
pany.—(Mr. Corby.)

Bill (No. 23) to incorporate ‘‘Belding-Paul and
Company (Limited).”—(Mr. White, Cardwell, for
Mr. Curran.)

Bill (No. 24) respecting the St. Stephen’s Bank.
—(Mr. Weldon, St. John.)

Bill (No. 25) respecting the North-Western Coal
and Navigation Company (Limited).—-(Mr. Shanly. )

Bill (No. 27) to incorporate the Sault Ste. Marie
and Hudson Bay Railway Company.—(Mr. Daw-
son. )

Bill (No. 28) to incorporate the Ottawa, Morris-
burg and New York Railway Company.—(Mr.
Hickey.)

Bill (No. 33) respecting the People’s Bank of
New Brunswick.—(Mr. Weldon, St. John.)

Bill (No. 34) to amend the Act to incorporate the
Saskatchewan Railway and Mining Company.—
(Mr. Wallace.)

PASSAGE RATES TO WINNIPEG.

Mr. DOYON asked, How does it happen that,
whereas immigrants coming from Europe pay only
$13.50 as passage money from Portland, in Maine,
to Winnipeg : Canadian-born immigrants from the
United States, wishing to return to their native
country, are obliged to pay $28 to $30 as passage
money for the same journey ?

Mr. CARLING. The passage rates between
Europe and Winnipeg, and between Portland and
Winnipeg, are fixed by the transportation com-
panies, and are not under the control of the
Department. However, I shall take an early
opportunity of communicating with the railway
companies on the subject.

SURVEYS IN MONTCALM.

Mr. THERIEN asked, Whether it is the inten-
tion of the Government to have published, shortly,
the report of the exploratory surveys made of late
years in the County of Montcalm by F. D. Adams ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. The work of Mr. Adams,
referred to by the hon. gentleman, will appear in
the summary report of the Department of the
Interior for this year, which report is now in the
hands of the printer. It will be enlarged on when
the geological map, which is now under prepara-
tion, is completed.

CAPTAIN TAIT ROBERTSON.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, Whether the atten-
tion of the Government has been called to an out-
rage that was committed on the steamer Baltic
last season while on a voyage in the Georgian Bay,
through which a young man named Hambly lost his
life ? If so, is it the intention of the Government
to cancel Captain Tait Robertson’s license, he being
the captain who was in command of the Baltic at
the time the outrage was committed ? If not, why
not ?
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Mr. TUPPER. My attention was called to this
so-called outrage by the press, and, having observed
the reports in the papers regarding it, I, some time
ago, gave directions to obtain full information, with
a view to ordering a strict enquiry into the conduct
of the captain.

RAILWAY ACCOMMODATION AT
BRYANTON.

Mr. MITCHELL asked, Whether it is the in-
tention of the Government to carry out the pro-
mise made by the Department of Railways and
Canals, of putting in a switch at Bryanton in con-
mnection with the Derby Branch of the Intercolonial
Railway ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The memoran-
dum I have from the Department is that a platform
was promised at Bryanton, and that there is no
record of a promise to build a switch. However,
my hon. friend has told me there was a verbal pro-
mise made, and I will take occasion to make an
early enquiry into it.

RAILWAY MAIL CLERKS.

Mr. CASEY asked, Whether the Governmen*
has received a petition from the railway mail clerks,
asking for increase of pay ; the establishment of a
mutual benefit fund, &c.? If so, what are their
intentions in regard thereto ?

Mr. HAGGART. Such a petition has been re-
ceived, and will be given due attention.

OXFORD AND NEW GLASGOW RAILWAY.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. McMuLLEN) asked, What is
the entire sum expended in connection with the
production and equipment of the Oxford and New
Glasgow Railway, up to the 31st December last ;
the entire length of the new line; the entire length
from Oxford to New Glasgow vid the new line ; the
length from Oxford to New Glasgow by the old
line of the Intercolonial ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The entire sum
expended up to 31st December, 1889, was $1,543,-
831.27. The entire length of the new road is:
Main line, 6760 miles ; Pugwash, 4-75 miles; total,
72-35 miles. The distance from Oxford to New
Glasgow by new line is 8240 miles. Distance,
Oxford to New Glasgow by old line, 89 miles.

BEAUHARNOIS CANAL.

MF. BERGERON asked, Whether it is the in-
tention of the Government to enlarge and deepen
the Beauharnois Canal this year ; or when ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The whole sub-
ject of the enlargement and deepening of the St.
Lawrence canals is now engaging ‘the attention of
the Government.

THE CASE OF LEBOURDAIS BROTHERS.

Mr. BERNIER (for Mr. CasGraIx) asked,
Whether the Government has any official informa-
tion as to remittance, in whole or in part, of the
sentence against the two brothers Lebourdais, tried
in Scotland last year? If so, what is such infor-
mation, and when will their detention be ended ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. On 3rd June a com-
munication was received by the High Commissioner
Mr. LANDERKIN.

from the Colonial Office, covering one from the
office of the Secretary of State for Scotland, dated
14th May, 1889, stating that the Secretary of State,
having given most careful consideration to the case,
found there was no ground for the statement in the
petition that there had been a miscarriage of
justice, but that,in view of the whole circumstances,
he felt justified in stating that he would be pre-
pared to recommend the release of the parties at
the expiration of one year from 10th May last.

ALASKA AND CANADA BOUNDARY LINE.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. CHARLTON) asked, What
progress has been made in settling the boundary
line between Alaska and the Dominion of Canada ?
Are difficulties likely to arise in the settlement of
the boundary ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. No difficulty is likely to
arise in regard to the boundary between Alaska
and the Dominion of Canada. That boundary is
defined in the Treaty of 1825, known as the Treaty
of St. Petersburgh. It will doubtless be necessary
that a delimitation of the boundary shall be
made, at least at several points, by actual survey;
but although the Government of Canada have
expressed readiness to join with the United
States in making such a survey, the United States
Government have not, so far as this Government
are aware, taken any steps to that end up to the
present time.

AMOUNT OF CUSTOMS DUTIES.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant) asked, 1. What was
the estimated population of the Dominion on
which the amount of Customs duties paid per head
of population (as per Table No. 7 of Trade and
Navigation Returns of 1889) was calculated for
each of the years from 1880 to 1887 ? 2. On what
date was based the estimated population for the
years 1887, 1888 and 1889, as given in said table ?
3. Was the same rule adopted in estimating the
population for the years 1880 to 1887 as for the
years 1887 to 1889 ?

Mr. BOWELL. The figuresused from 1871 until
1880 for the calculations in column 3 of No. 7 of
Trade and Navigation Tables were the numbers
ascertained by the census of 1871, plus 113,508, the
estimated population of British Celumbia, Mani-
toba and North-West Territories. From 1881 to
1886 the figures were given annually to the Cus-
toms Department by the Department of Agriculture,
and were based, I am informed, on the census of
1881, with the percentage of increase between 1871
and 1881 added thereto. Since the publication of
the Statistical Abstract in 1886, a table has ap-
peared in it, giving the population estimated for
such year, and this differs in 1887 and 1888 from
the numbers published in the Trade and Navigation
Tables, the latter, as I am informed, being esti-
mated only up to 4th April (date of census of
1881), while the former was for the fiscal year
ending 30th June.

BENEVOLENT SOCIETIES.

Mr. DICKINSON asked, Whether it is the in-
tention of the Government to introduce this Session
legislation to regulate Benevolent Societies?

Mr. FOSTER. Itis not the present intention
of the Government to introduce this Session legis-
lation to regulate Benevolent Societies.
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THE JESUITS ESTATES ACT.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Before we pass over
the questions, T would like to ask the Minister of
Justice, whether, among the papers moved for by
the hon. member for Muskoka (Mr. O’Brien) is in-
cluded the correspondence with Mr. Graham of the
Star, and if not, whether the Government is pre-
pared to bring down the memorandum or letter of
the Minister of Justice to Mr. Graham, along with
the other correspondence ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think the papers
are not covered by the present motion, but there
can be no objection to bring them down ?

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It would be very
desirable to have them all before us.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They will be
brought down.

THE PUBLIC CURRENCY.

Mr. CASEY moved :

That the Government should issue, or guarantee the
absolute soundness of all paper currency issued or circu-
lated as money, taking adequate security in the latter
case, and to make such guaranteed currency a legal
tender, whether issued by the Government or by
banks,

He said: I trust the House will permit me to
make the few verbal amendments in the motion I
have just read, and which is slightly different from
that on the Order paper. My object in bringing
this motion before the House is not to ask any
expression of opinion, by way of a division,
which it would be unreasonable to ask, in view
of the fact that we are shortly to have a Bill
on the subject of banking ; but to attempt to elicit
from the House by discussion a sort of general
opinion with regard to the great principle of the
matter Which% propose to have introduced. I
may say, in the first place, that I have no idea of
proposing anything in the line of ‘‘greenbacks”
or trynig to nourish that ill-fated ¢‘rag baby.”
On the other hand, I do not wish to propose
anything in exact accordance with the National
Bank system of the United States, nor yet with
the system in force in England, as concerns the
issue of paper money by the Bank of England.
Ipropose to attain the same thing that is attained
in these nations by somewhat different means,
which I will explain as I go on. But the leading
principles which I wish to urge are, that the
Government is responsible for the absolute sound-
ness of all currency which it allows to be circu-
lated and used as money in currency, and
that all such currency, whose soundness is guaran-
teed by the Government, should be made legal
tender in the same manner as Dominion notes are
at present. I will take this matter up somewhat
n the manner of the good old-fashioned preachers
who used to divide a sermon into three heads ; and
I will ask, first, why should the Government be re-
Sponsible for, or guarantee the soundness of the
currency ? In the second place, why is it prefer-
able for the Government to guarantee the sound-
hess of the currency, issued by banks rather
than issue it directly themselves? And, in the
third place, I will ask why the Government
should  make it a legal tender? As to the
responsibility of the Government for the sound-
2ess of the public currency I maintain that, primd
Jacie, they,are just as responmsible for the sound-

ness of the paper currency which they allow to
circulate as for the absolute purity of the coinage
which they circulate as money. In the latter case
the responsibility of the Government is universally
admitted all over the civilised world. Govern-
ments, and they alone, issue coinage and insure
through their mint, and by the stamp on each
coin, the purity of that coinage. This is looked
upon as a public duty of the Government—and
it is a duty, because Government should protect
from all losses, in buying and selling, the holders
and takers of currency who have not the means
of protecting themselves. If that is true in
regard to coinage, it is, I think, still more true
in regard to paper currency, because, in regard
to coins, the holder has some means of protect-
ing himself. Tt is possible to test the genuineness
of a coin by means of a little acid and a pair
of scales, but there is no means of testing the
goodness of a bank note unless one is an ex-
pert in banking matters and knows all possible
counterfeits, and unless one is perfectly well in-
formed as to the financial standing of the bank
whose notes are offered to him. Therefore, I hold
that the duty of the Government, to secure the
absolute soundness of the paper currency, is greater
than their duty to secure the absolute purity of
the coinage. The duty of the Government in
issuing coins is universally admitted, and the duty
of securing the soundness of paper currency is
almost as universally admitted by all the nations
of the civilised world. It is admitted by all
the great nations, at all events; these Govern-
ments hold themselves responsible for the
soundness of that currency. Now, admitting
the duty of the Government so to secure the
currency, the next question that arises is, how
should they secure it? It might be secured by the
regulation of the bank issues, to a great extent ; it
might be secured by a Government guarantee
stamped on the issues of the banks ; or, it might be
secured by issuing all the currency directly from
the public treasury, making it a direct promise to
pay from the Government to the holder of each
note. As to the regulation of the bank issues, we
have done a great deal already. We have provided
that a bank may issue only to the extent of its
paid-up capital, that it shall hold certain reserves
in gold and Dominion notes, and that beyond that,
in case the bank suspends payment, the holder of
its notes shall have a first lien on all the assets of
the bank before any other creditor shall be satisfied.
These provisions would seem to afford a very high
degree of security. It has been found, in practice,
that they do afford a very high ultimate degree of
security ; but still they are not quite sufficient
to accomplish the purposes the Government should
aim at in connection with the currency. In
the first place, after a bank suspends, a con-
siderable time is required to liquidate its assets,
and during that time the holder of its notes is in
such a position that, if he must realise on them
immediately, he has to dispose of them at a
discount, large or small, according to the pub-
lic estimate of what the assets of the suspended
bank will be when liquidated. I would like to
refer here to the rumored proposal of the bankers
to the Government, that they should make a
mutual agreement to redeem each other’s notes in
case of suspension. If such an arrangement were
carried out, it would still further increase the
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security, and make it, to my mind, nearly absolute ;
because, on looking at the combined assets of all
the banks, and comparing them with their com-
bined issues of currency, it is clear that there are
plenty of assets to cover all the issues, leaving a
large surplus. According to the last statement
published in the Gazette, the paid-up capital of all
the banks was $60,289,000, their assets, $252,-
166,000, and the note circulation, $33,577,000; so
that, even allowing a very large margin for over-
estimation of assets, it is perfectly clear that the
banks, taken altogether, could redeem the bank cir-
culation, or could relieve any individual bank.
But still, although that arrangement would afford
a security known to be good by experienced busi-
ness men who understand the system and the
standing of the banks, there is one thing it would
not secure—the general and absolute recognition
of that security ; and I contend that the Govern-
ment’s policy in regard to the currency of the
country should be such as would not only secure its
absolute soundness, but also the universal know-
ledge and recognition of that soundness ; just in
the same manner as the Government is not content
with seeing that each gold piece has the right
number of carats of gold, but also stamps it in
such a way that everybody shall see that it is pure
and genuine. I think the currency should be
equally secured, so that everyone to whom a note
is presented would take it not only with safety, but
without any fear of loss. Now, the present cur-
rency certainly does not meet that requirement,
and even the arrangement proposed to be entered
into by the banks, as reported in the papers,
would not secure it. It might secure the goodness
of the notes, but there would be nothing on their
face to show to anybody that they were so secured,
or that he might take them without loss. The in-
convenience of such a state of things is very
obvious. In the first place, as anybody who has
travelled in the United States well knows, our
bank notes are either non-current at all, or
they are received with great suspicion on the
other side of the line, while their greenbacks
pass without question here, for the reason that
they are Government notes, and everybody knows
that the Government is responsible for their pay-
ment. The people of the United States do not
know the standing of our different banks, and
know very little indeed of the credit of our Gov-
ernment, and therefore regard all our notes with
some suspicion. If they saw that all our notes
were guaranteed by the Dominion Government,
they would look into the matter, and our notes
would pass there at ag small a discount as their
currency does here. But even in the Dominion of
Canada, if the Finance Minister should visit
British Columbia, taking with him some of these
bank notes which pass current here, and should
offer them to some one who did not know he was
the Finance Minister, he might have some difficulty
in passing them. The people of one end of Canada
do not know the standing of the banks at the other
end ; the Dominion is a large country, and such
kniowledge is not as widely diffused as a knowledge
of politics. We also often find that notes of newly-
established banks, or those about which there are
rumors,are received with some distrust or refused al-
together. Then again, in litigation between parties,
the question sometimes arises as towhether payment
has duly offered, and whether it was done with
Mr. Casey.

bank notes or with legal tender ; and even though
bank notes are sound, they do not satisfy the re-
quirements of the law because they are not legal
tender. There are great inconveniences arising from
the existence of a currency so diverse in its charac-
ter, so little known beyond the neighborhood of the
bank which issues it, and so liable to cause disputes
between parties dealing with each other. In re-
spect to counterfeiting, also, we find difficulties.
The very diversity of the issue facilitates counter-
feiting. When counterfeit money is put in circula-
ion, itisnobody’s business in particular to detect and
punish the counterfeiters. The banks do not care
much about them, for their tellers are ex-
perts and sure to detect counterfeit money. The
only person who suffers is the innocent holder who
presents the counterfeit notes to the bank, and then
discovers that he has no recourse, and is unable to
find the man who passed it upon him. Now, a case
arose illustrating this a few years ago, when a
number of counterfeited notes of different Cana-
dian banks were issued in Detroit, and nothing was
done towards having the counterfeiters arrested,
until they began to counterfeit some Dominion
notes, when Dominion detectives were sent to
ferret out the guilty parties, who were discovered
and arrested. If these parties had not tried their
hands on Dominion notes, they might have gone on
uninterruptedly swindling the people out of a large
amount of money, and no means taken to check
them. Having established, as far as I am able to
do at present, that it is the duty of the Govern-
ment to secure the soundness of our currency, and
to make that soundness known, the question arises :
How shall the Government make it known? You,
Sir, no doubt have read Burns’ famous lines :
“The rank is but the guinea stamp,
The man’s the gowd for a’ that.’

Which means that the rank conferred upon a man
by the Government, or conferred on money by the
Government, would not of itself give the man
or the currency any value ; but it yet remains true
that the rank, though not the cause of value in
gold, is the proof to all the world that the value
as represented exists. The King’s stamp is the
proof of the purity of the gold, and the Govern-
ment stamp upon a bill is the only absolute proof
of its soundness, the only absolute security for
its redemption in gold at any time. I believe this
guinea stamp, this tower mark, this proof
of absolute soundness, should be given by way of a
guarantee of all notes issued by the banks, rather
than by their direct issue by the Government.
Bankers have the best opportunities of knowing
what the needs of the country are in the way of
circulation, and it is most convenient that our
currency should be issued only through the medium
of the banks, and that the Government should not
pay out any notes directly, but leave their issue to
the banks ; and my motion is to the effect that, in
that case, the Government should take security
from the banks. What would be an adequate
security for the Government to take ? We know
that in the United States the demand for Govern-
ment bonds is rather more than dollar for dollar ;
we know that in England a sovereign is required
for every pound’s worth of currency issued. I
think both those systems would be too inelastic
for this country. We all know that at times
greater expansion than usual is required, and
the banks are the best judgee of the mecessity
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for any sudden expansion. The figures I have
given of the assets of the banks show that the
Government would have absolute security if they
had the first lien on those assets which are
now held by note holders. As the case stands at
present, the note holders are forced to accept this
as their only security, and have to take the risk of
its being sufficient. They have no means of know-
ing whether it is adequate or not, and they have no
control over the banks, and, therefore, I think the
public, rather than the individual, should assume
this risk, as the Government have both the know-
ledge of the standing of the banks and control over
them. It is, therefore, eminently fair and just—in
fact, it is the only just way—that the Government
should take the risk the note holders take and
accept the security which the note holders now
have. In other words, the Government should
take the first lien on all assets of the banks, and
guarantee the note circulation of those banks with-
in the prescribed limits; and, if these were not
found sufficient, I fancy very small additional
guarantees and securities would make up the
deficiency. I cannot expect the Government to
take action on this motion, as they contemplate
bringing down a Bill of their own on this subject,
and I do not hope to be able to teach the Govern-
ment ; but I make this motion in the expectation
that it may bring up a discussion on this subject,
which may be instructive to the House and the
Government. I now come to my last point. Why
not make the guarantee currency legal tender? If
the Government has absolute security and guaran-
tees, why not compel everybody to accept this
currency in payment of debts? Nearly all Govern-
ments who have a guaranteed currency make it a
legal tender, and it only seems logical that they
should do so. Such a course would cause this
currency to be taken with greater confidence, not
only at home but abroad, and our people would be
put in possession of a national currency second to
none possessed by any country in the world.

Mr. FOSTER. I have listened with great
attention to my hon. friend who has spoken to his
motion, as he himself intimated, rather with the
idea of starting a discussion in the House which
might elicit opinions for the mutual information of
mexnbers and the Government as well, than with
any idea that the Government would, at this stage,
indicate its policy with reference to the Banking
Bill which it is its intention shortly to bring down.
The hon. gentleman’s views, which he has enunciated
Wwith much ability, will be printed in the Debates,
where I will have the pleasure of reading them at
leisure, and of considering the various principles
he has laid down ; and, having stated his.views, I
am convinced my hon. friend is prepared to with-
draw his motion, and not press it to a vote.

Motion withdrawn.

MAIL SERVICE IN GASPE COUNTY.

Mr. JONCAS moved for :

Copies of all letters, reports and other correspondence

oW the p jon of t)lpe Postmast neral mpectli]x(lsg
¢ carriage of the mails between Campbellton, in the
rovince of New Brunswick, and Gaspé Bagin, in the
rovinee of Quebec.

f‘le Said: I desire particularly to draw the at-

fen'mou of the Postmaster General to the fact that,
Tom the 15th October last to the 15th January,

ahnos; every day our mails have been behind time

from twenty-four to seventy-seven hours. I have
received lately a number of letters complaining of
the state of affairs in our county. On the 17th
January, the head of one of the most important
commercial firms wrote as follows :—

“ Our mail service iz as bad as possible. It makes no
difference whether roads are good or bad. Even with
the slow time allowed, mails are always behind. Ido
not believe that, in the last three months, we have had
a mail on time, and frequently they are twenty-nine
hours late, and sometimes fifty-three hours, and even
seventy-eight hours.”

On the 22nd January, another gentleman well
known in the county wrote :

‘ Three mails again due this morning. The mail that

left Campbellton on Friday last, the 17th, is not yet in—
130 hours to travel 180 miles.”
This is a very bad state of affairs. Who is re-
sponsible for it ? I do not wish to blame anyone
principally, but I think the evil lies in the fact
that, if I am well informed, the Postmaster General
is obliged to accept the lowest tender whenever
tenders are invited for the carrying of the mails,
and also in the manner in which the contracts are
worded. If the law is so framed that the Post-
master General is bound to accept the lowest tender
whenever tenders are invited for the carrying of
the mails, I think the law should be changed,
because the consequence of it is that every Tom,
Dick or Harry can tender, every irresponsible
party can tender for the carrying of the mail, and
consequently irresponsible parties who have not
the means of doing the work tender too low, get
the contract, and then cannot do the work pro-
perly. I think also that the manner in which the
contracts are worded has something to do with
this. One of the clauses of the contract contains
these words : :

““ That the contractor will be obliged to be at such a

place at such an hour, weather permitting.”
These two words, ‘‘ weather permitting,” are made
very elastic, and the couriers are sure to find an
obliging postmaster to write on the way-bill a
statement that the roads are bad. What is the
remedy for this state of things, which is, as every-
body in this House will understand, prejudicial
to the trade and business of the County of Gaspé ?
I have had the pleasure of having a conversation
on the subject with the Postmaster General, when
I respectfully submitted that something should be
done in the way of improving the service ; and I
think that a good way of improving the service
would be to strike out of the contracts the words
‘‘ weather permitting,” and oblige, under a pen-
alty, the contractor or courier to be at such a post
office at such a time. We have no railway in the
County of Gaspé. We are almost out of the world
for six months in the year, and I think the Gov-
ernment should at least give us a good mail ser-
vice. Itis within my personal knowledge that
important commercial firms have spent as much as
$300 and $400 in telegrams, just on account of de-
lays in the mail service. I hope my hon. friend
the Postmaster General, will see his way clear to
put a few hundred dollars more in the Estimates
this year to give the County of Gaspé a better
mail service. We must remember that there is in
that county a population of 60,000, that the trade
of that part of the country is very important, and
that such a state of affairs is disastrous.

Mr. HAGGART. No letters or correspondence

| on the subject are in the Department in reference
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to irregularity in the delivery of mails in the
district which my hon. friend mentions. I suppose
the reason of it is, as he says, that the contract for
the whole distunce between Campbellton and
Gaspé is divided into two or three contracts. The
reports of the postmasters will show that when the
mails arrived late there was some reason; the
weather was unfavorable, or there was some other
reason. The contract for the delivery of the mail
from Campbellton to Gaspé used to be one single con-
tract, and the delivery was better than it is at
present. The first information I had of the
irregularity of the delivery was a conversation
with my hon. friend the member for Gaspé (Mr.
Joncas) the other day. The suggestions which he
made to me I have embodied in a letter that I sent
down to the inspector to report upon, and as they
have no railway communication there, and it is an
irnﬁortant section of the country, the Department
will pay every attention to the suggestions of my
hon. friend, and I hope to ms%{e the service
between Campbellton and Gaspé, in the future,
everything that the hon. gentleman desires.

Motion agreed to.
REBATE ON CORN.

Mr. LANDERKIN moved :

That whereas distillers are allowed a rebate of duty
upon malt imported for use in the manufacture of spirits
for export, it 18, in the opinion of this House, but just
and right that farmers and stock raisers who import
corn to feed cattle or other stock for export should also
receive a similar rebate.
He said: ILast Session I brought this matter
before the House, and we had a considerable dis-
cussion of the subject. My views have not changed
since that time. I believe in the correctness of
the resolution ; I believe in the soundness of the
resolution ; I believe in the justice of the resolu-
tion, and hence I have felt it my duty to bring it
again before the House for further deliberation
and further consideration, so as, if possible, to
remove from the .tariff of this country what
appears to me to be a great blot upon it. We
have a very high tariff, and we find many
anomalies in connection with it. We find many
distinctions of an invidious character in connection
with it. We find many matters in it prejudicial
to the interests of the great masses of the people,
and in favor of the interests of classes of people
in this country. It is in order to remove tEis
anomaly that I have brought this resolution
before the House. I have thought that in a
British Parliament where fair play should be the

redominant feature of the deliberations of the

ouse, measures should not be passed, nor as-
sented to by the Government, that deal out un-
even-handed justice to the people of this country,
a8 is done in these statutes and in the Order
in Council upon which this is framed. When I
brought this matter before the House last Session,
my hon. friend the Minister of Customs told me
of the difficulties there would be in the way of
enforcing such a resolution as this. He gave
us to understand that it would be impractic-
able to carry out a resolution of this character ;
that while he was able and willing, and while he
could recommend to the Government to pass an
Order in Council that would give a rebate or a
drawback to the distillers of this country, he was
unable to offer any solution of such a problem om

Mr. Jowoas.

behalf of the agriculturists of this country. He
appeared to indicate—or his words bore out that
construction—that the farmers of this country, and
the consuming masses of the people of this country,
could not be relied upon in mx.Emg their declar-
ations in reference to what they might see fit to
import for purposes of production. Now, Sir, I
will tell the %dinister of C‘l’xstoms, in order to relieve
his mind, that one of my objects in bringing this
before the House is to draw the attention of the
Government to the fact that these inequalities exist,
that injustice is being done, repeatedly done,
aga,inst the great consuming masses of the ¥eople
of this country. It is for that reason that I have
drawn the attention of the House to this matter,
and it is in order to secure, if possible, the support
of the Minister of Customs, and to relieve
him of the difficulty of solving the problem of giving
any relief, or of giving any aid, or of giving consider-
ation, to the farmers and agriculturists and the
other classes of the people of this country. I pur-
pose to say to him, I purpose to take him into my
confidence, and tell him that what I propose
by this resolution is to strike a blow at this draw-
back system in the tariff of this country. This
matter is but in its infancy, and I propose to nip it
in the bud now while we can. It will grow, it
will become strong, and it will become impossible
for the Government, if this is allowed to go on,
to grapple with this great and pressing evil, an
evil that is fraught with a great amount of
expense to the people of this country. Young as
it it, in infancy as it is, I find that last year the
drawbacks amounted to something over $20,000.
The bounty that was given to the manufacturers
of pig iron amounted to over $37,000, making in
all $58,305.58 last year. That is a pretty pro-
mising infant for this country to feed, that is
a pretty promising industry for the people of
of this country to grapple with, if, when these
Orders in Council have only been in force, some
of them with which I am dealing, for little over
a year, they have been able to extract from
the people of this country over $58,000. Now, Mr.
Speaker, this resolution is something that should
meet with fair play, and commend itself to the
judgment of every member of this House. I be-
lieve it can be comprehended by every man in this
country with the instincts of fair play, that whereas
we are willing to give to this class I am dealing
with here, a re%)a.te on commodities that they im-
port for the purpose of manufacture and re-exporta-
tion, we cannot give it to the larger classes, or that
we do not give it to the larger classes, but they arc
discriminated against by tﬁe Government of this
country. If there is ome class of people in this
country to whom the Government ought to give &
helping hand, it is the agricultural and the labor-
ing classes. It is upon these classes that the suc-
cess and the future of this country very largely
degend. It is certainly the duty of this House,
and it should be the high privilege and pleasure of
this House, to do everything they possi{)ly can 1o
lesaen the burdens of these great classes, instead of
adding to their already heavy burdens. Now, we
find that this is a two-fold evil. While it not only
adds to the taxation of the people, while it ot only
imposes heavier burdens upon them, it enables the
distiller to bring in corn to fatten cattle and to have
the duty taken off his corn, while the farmer
alongside of him, if he sees fit to import cort
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to fatten his cattle, is obliged to pay 74 cents

er bushel. What is the result? Both their
products have the same market. The distiller
has his corn at 7} cents a bushel less than the
farmer. The farmer is obliged to compete in
the markets of the world with the distiller and
pay this additional 74 cents duty on the corn.
I appeal to the sense of justice of the House if
this should be allowed to continue; I appeal
to the sense of fair play of hon. members to
say if such a principle should be allowed to
exist either on the statute book or in Order im
Council. It is a blot upon the deliberations of
this House, and it does not harmonise with what I
would regard as a system which could carry out
the feelings of hon. members. The farmer is
handicapped by this resolution—as many other
resolutions to which I shall call the attention of the
Government. I propose to urge upon this House
the impropriety of the continuance of such Orders
in Council or statutes that favor special classes of
the people and impose burdens on the great mass
of our population. With our high tariff, with a
protective system in operation, a system that is tak-
ing thelife blood outof the industries of this country,
a system that is producing a depression more severe
in its character than has ever been felt in the his-
tory of Canada, a system that has depreciated the
value of property more than ever before, a system
that possesses anomalous features which are always
creeping to the surface—it becomes the duty of
members of this House to rise in their might and
sweep from the statute book regulations so obnoxi-
ous and so oppressive upon the industries of the
country. It is well known, not only by the farmers
but by many manufacturers, that the taxing of the
raw materials they use, as is the case under the
present tariff, is obnoxious and detrimental to our
best interests, and it becomes the duty of this
House to consider these matters with a view to
relieving the distress that prevails so widely over
the Dominion. A few years ago we were told by
the Government of the day that they could make
peoplerich by Act of Parliament; that it was searcely
necessary to continue their energy and enterprise,
for by parliamentary Acts they could add to the
people’s wealth and bring about prosperity. How
fallacious have been the promises they made.
It is known from one end OF the country to the
other how fallacicus have proved to be the
promises made in regard to that policy. It is

nown to hon. members of this House, and you,
Mr. Speaker, know it as well as any of the hon.
gentlemen, that these promises have proved
fallacious; that their fallacy has been exposed, and
that the country now understands that this pro-
tective tariff has been the means of inflicting great
Injury on the country, evil which will take many
Years to repair, and many years will elapse before
we will be able to restore to the farmers the
brosperity that previously existed. An hon.
gentleman suggests that 1 should take a drink.
He will vote for the distiller; he is not an advocate
4ganst drawbacks, but he is anxious that those
anomalies should exist. He is anxious that the
People ghould be burdened with this species of
class legislation, as they have been burdened for the
past.few years. Another matter which occurs to
¢ in connection with this subject, and it is an
TmPOI't&m_t one, is this: I notice that these Orders
In Coﬁcﬂ granting drawbacks to certain classes of

the community, and I confess to a great many
classes, have been passed either just before or just
after an election. It appears that every man whe
was not promised to be a Senator at the last elec-
tion has obtained a drawback on something that
he manufactures. This is another way in which
the liberties of the people are affected by this
rotten and corrupt system of legislation. I saw in
one of the returns brought down the name of a
gentleman who formerly supported hon. members
on this side of the House. An Order in Council
was passed, just after the election, granting him a
drawback on certain articles which entered into
his manufactured goods, and under that order he
received $1,500 for that one year. That wassome-
thing tangible for him, and it was to him a good and
sufficient reason why he should change his politi-
cal creed. But should the Government have the
power of taking the people’s money and handing it
over to any individual or any class, in order to de-
bauch them and lead them to oppose principles
they believed to be correct? Certainly not. I
presume if I were to go through the list I
could find a great many instances of this kind.
It is well known that there are many, many
instances on record; but I will not occupy the
time of the House in doing so. I have taken
my stand on this matter. I am going to fight unto
death this drawback system. Inseason and out of
season I am going to draw the attention of the
House and country to the injurious effects that are
calculated to arise from a system so unsound as
this and one so far removed from a fiscal system
which merits the support of the people. I will op-
pose this system to the bitter end ; and my object
is not to oppose the Minister of Customs, but to
come to his resc¢ue and to the rescue of the people,
and relieve them of the burdens placed on them by
the drawback system, which oppresses them and
discriminates unfairly against the farming class.
Entertaining this f