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SENATORS OF CANADA

ACCORDING TO SENIORITY

JULY 2, 1926

THE HONOURABLE HEWITT BOSTOCK, P.C., SPEAKER.

SENATORS. DESIGNATION. POST OFFICE ADDRESS.
The Honourable
PascaL PoOIRIER............ A e A RO R i Shediaec, N.B.
HIPPOLYTE MONTPLAISIR. evseeus cnvnnannnnsnns Shawinegan ............. Three Rivers, Que.
ALFRED A. THIBAUDEAU..cvev vvvvvevrennnnss De la Vallidre............ Montreal, Que.
GEORGE GERALD KING.eo.ovviriinennnnnnnn. BE L e . Chipman, N.B.
RAOUL DANDURAND, PiCriv. cvecosracsssserss De Lorimier............. Montreal, Que.
JOSEPH P, B. CABGBMN, . aivsrsroncosssnons De Lanaudidre........... Montreal, Que.
ROBERT, WATHORLL Lh v iranilve d6s 5o s snss oy snrs Portage la Prairie........ Portage la Prairie, Man.
GRORGE MCHUGH: . voniisinies sossnsssopononnnse Victoriai(0.). ... 0000 5s Lindsay, Ont.
FRrEDERICK L. Bf1Qque, P.C.....vcc0vvvunnnn. De Salaberry............ Montreal, Que.
JOBEPH H. LRORIB. i invicicssisocsasrescanss Repentighy......o0c0ev.. Louiseville, Que.
SULES TEBAIBR . &v. . inisieiislissso sonsons suios shmh De la Durantaye.........| Quebeec, Que.
EATBENT O, DIAVID 55635501 5 00ressocroonsase MilloTleB......c0n0uunee- Montreal, Que.
HENBY J. CRORAN botosiotos soisnsssonsss s B T T SRR A Montreal, Que.
Hewrrr Bosrtock, P.C. (Speaker)............. asloohs. .....coco00ans Monte Creek, B.C.
JAMES H. ROBB. (4055 6.aaiesiot ssionsnsrsinsss it Moose Jaw........cc.. Moose Jaw, Sask.
GEORGE C. DESBAULLES. vivvscevrionrnsnsess Ropgemont.., .....scos0- St. Hyacinthe, Que.
Narorton A. Bercourrt, P.C................. OO . ... vosrnssrnss Ottawa, Ont.
EDWARD MATTHEW FARRELL.................. EAVEIDOOL.s. .. i o vsoinisms Liverpool, N.S.
LOUIB LAVERGEE i v shsviordone s o s bioesninsmass Kennebet..co:...covvnnsss Arthabaska, Que.
JOBRPE M. WEEBONG (IS 5t ot cs o asiionsseeid BRuRalr b Montreal, Que.
BENJAMIN C. PROWSE.ceocuvineeniuinnisain Charlottetown........... Charlottetown, P.E.I.
Rurus HENRY POPB . iittieseersnennasonss BOMOB S s s v tansonsls Cookshire, Que.
JORN W. DARIBE st i asathos ioss o sisnh oonsis T L, T e e I R St. John, N.B.
GRORGE GORDOMLS s s iinarodn e e rinss soes vt Nipissing........co0000.. North Bay, Ont.
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iv SENATORS OF CANADA
SENATORS. DESIGNATION. POST OFFICE ADDRESS

The Honourablé
N ARHANIEEICURRY, vt v iodnesssnnions Amherst . o e Ambherst, N.S.
Wontoa B ocHosas . o oon NinnTin s Middlen: > 0w 0 Middleton, N.S.
BOWARD. L GIRROIB .. 0 o vvesnshmsnmines Antigonighoc o o Antigonish, N.S.
G BRI Ty ;AR KR R W L S Wentworth . ............ Winona, Ont.
JaMRs ). DONRELEY < o200, s veivavivanios South Bruce............. Pinkerton, Ont.
CHARLES PHILIPPE BEAUBIEN . ...ccvvvvinnn.. Montarville.......c/ 0., Montreal, Que.
JOBN-MOLBAN: v+ v svesviivimiairm s roeevenas BOUPIBes v v vt Souris, P.E.I.
JoHN STEWART MCLENNAN..........cv0nunen. Bydaey il i ivin Sydney, N. S.
WittzaM HENRY SHARPE.........cocovneinnn.. Manitou:. .. .. coi. A Manitou, Man.
GipeoN D. RoBerTsON, P.C...ccovvvnnnnn... Welland..... e Welland, Ont.
GEORGE LYNCH-STAUNTON......covvvviennn..- Hamilton,. . &5 odvmsid Hamilton, Ont.
CHARLES E. TANNER......:..... i Sk e e PRS- sr e v Halifax, N.S.
THOMAS JBAN BOUBQURE - . ¢ i vovv i o il RIGHIDMCtO o i v dssaivs Richibucto, N.B.
HINBY W LARD. .. 500050 s s il BB oo ovi i Gaainin Regina, Sask.
ALBERT E. PLANTA............ HATEE Tisans A% Nanaimo........ Vegseids Nanaimo, B.C.
RacHARD BLMN . 000 i iss ssen R Peal 25 Lo i inisies Brampton, Ont.
Jorw ‘Henpy FREME- L0 ool Gnn dR RS BEAIE. Coi 085 catinsvm Paris, Ont.
LENDRUM MCMEANS. .......ccivveiivunninnin. Winnipeg. ... ....ccovauis Winnipeg, Man.
Davip OviDE L’ESPERANCE. ............ PRI L i e Quebec, Que.
GEORGE GREEN FOSTER..........cocvvevnn-. T S SRR e G, Montreal, Que.
RICHARD SMEATON WHITE........cooovvnennnn Inleerman. /..i «..svvsess Montreal, Que.
A BENARD, AV TR s na e SRITHARS St: Boniface........co 0. Winnipeg, Man.
GeorGE HENRY BARNARD .......ooovniennunnns NAGROHIA o o e s vt Victoria, B.C.
WEeLLINGTON B. WILLOUGHBY ................ MoosSe Jaw . .. .ovvueninn Moose Jaw, Sask.
Jauus DaAvIs TAYIOR (il 0. sivsnainnennioini New Westminster....... New Westminster, B.C.
Freppriok 1, BCHAMPNBR . 0. L. cvvnneinsnunid Boissevain.............. Boissevain, Man.
EDWARD MICHENER ¢« :ttcorveurennaraenns: Red-Peor: o (v invusiniis Red Deer, Alta.
WitLiam JAMES HARMER ....coovvniennninens Edmonton .............. Edmonton, Alta.
IBVING R Tabh: 5 00 vinnis i vuaned CBARIOR. . i1 ia sranrin Milltown, N. B.
JOHN WEBSTER............. Tas s ha kv s e Brookville...... o ans i Brockville, Ont.
RoBERT A. MULHOLLAND. ... ...... IR R Port Hope. ..onee s Port Hope, Ont.
PierrE EDOUARD BLoNDIN, P.C.............. The Laurentides. ...... Montreal, Que.
JonN G. TOmEwr. oSl i s b as Assindboin.. o i vn i sevent Ottawa, Ont.
GERALD VERNER WHITE.. .0.0ovenieroicnoness Pembroke...... s ae s ah Pembroke, Ont.
THOMAS CHAPAIS.....ovcivvennss e e Grandville....... S Quebee, Que.
LorNE C. WEBSTER........c.... TRy SR Btadacona.. . .. coviaves Montreal, Que.




SENATORS OF CANADA

SENATORS. DESIGNATION. POST OFFICE ADDRESS
The Honourable

JoHN STANFIELD........ Sl iahaser Colchesfer.. ..-..c. . ot Truro, N.S.
JouN ANTHONY MCDONALD.........cc0vvnen. Shedide o it ivoin Shediac, N.B.
Wiziam A. GrmssacH, C.B., C.M.G., ete....| Edmonton.. ............ Edmonton, Alta.
Fon MU ORMICE .. s i vivivnsseitn osiisabyes Sydney Mines............ Sydney Mines, N.S.
re g(gzMSx(}}z’G EOBGE E FOSTIB,P (,) ...... OFBWR. - iv i esvinis Ottawa, Ont.
Jom: D RED, PCL. il atoimeis cranrsvione Grenville.......... L. Prescott, Ont.
James -A. CaLper, P.C .... ................ L T S S N, Regina, Sask.
HepEar B GHERN. (o e aeees coea vt Kootenay Victoria, B.C.
A BN B GIUNIE S e o s nn s vnls o Saskatchewan............ Whitewood, Sask.
Sir EDWA.RD Kemp, PC., KCM.G......... OBt .. vovvi s cvnveobse Toronto, Ont.
ArcuBALD H. MacponELL, CM.G........... South Toronto.......... Toronto, Ont.
FRIE R BICE . il isiaiitoiniions Westmoreland ........... Sackville, N.B.
BANIORD J OROWR. . e oo amisie a5 dp s Butpard oo v e v Vancouver, B.C.
PErmr M AR TN 0T n e o v foas diraiore wie Hie 0o Hablak ool Halifax, N.S.
ARCHIBALD BLAKE MCCOIG. cccvvunicennnnenn. RentlO.) 2 s e Chatham, Ont.
Anraur CoHARDY 00 e K e Feadat. sl o5 o e Brockville, Ont.
FREDERICK Eo PABDER . . i fsias - nnesvoni Tambtone. .. cvi v vns Sarnia, Ont.
LOETAYE POYRR .. . v indmar st tiiansanbies RiGAMAL .- i sl inanes Rigaud, Que.
ONESIPEORE EORGEON . (. cusiisvsrisvosnas et Gloucester........ S Bathurst, N.B.
Sir ArLeN Bristor AyLeswortH, P.C.,

R CM IS il i tihsis s e R R s North York.7iic s oren Toronto, Ont.

ANDREW: HAYDON. .\ cisa o eiabionnmen dver o
Cuirrorp W. ROBINSON

James Josern HUGHES

CREELMAN MACARTHUR

JRoatmes BusEan, PO ol s iis d e
Henri SeveriN Btraxp, P.C....... Nl

JouN Lewis

CuAarLes Mureny, P.C.

WiLLiaM ASHBURY BUCHANAN

ProspER EpMOND LESSARD

James PaLMER RANKIN

ArtHUR Buss Corr, P.C.

JouN Parrick MorrLoy

Lauzon....

East Toronto...........:

Russell
Lethbridge
St. Paul...
Perth,

Westmoreland

Provencher

Ottawa, Ont.
Moncton, N.B.
Souris, P.E.I.
Summerside, P.E.I.
Three Rivers, Que.
Ottawa, Ont.
Toronto, Ont.
Ottawa, Ont.
Lethbridge, Alta.
Edmonton, Alta.
Stratford, Ont.
Sackville, N.B.

Morris, Man.




SENATORS OF CANADA

ALPHABETICAL LIST

JULY 2, 1926
BENATORS. DESIGNATION. POST OFFICE ADDRESS.
The Honourable
AvrLesworTH, Sir ALLen, P.C., K.C.M.G....| North York............. Toronto, Ont.
BARNARD O B 0 v NSt S Victoria, B.C.
BEALHIN O D o e e Montatville. ., cli0 L0 Montreal, Que.
Blgwas P 1 P O A e De Salaberry............ Montreal, Que.
BEIAND B BTG L A RN LT R sty e Ottawa, Ont.
BEICOURE N R TPC et CAAWa T Ottawa, Ont.
BENARD, A, R St. Boniface.. ...\ ..o v Winnipeg, Man.
BB T B e T Westmoreland............ Sackville, N.B.
AN R i ey i i e IR e e 2 2 Brampton, Ont.
Bronomy, PR EPIC S0 s L et The Laurentides......... Montreal, Que.
Bosrock, H., P.C.(Speaker)......iiiivuinis TCRIIO0DE: vovars o v e Monte Creek, B.C.
31 O SR MR e [ s Richibucto..........0.5 Richibucto, N.B.
Bowen, /G, oL e 1061 0 SRR SR R Rigaud, Que.
PyoBANSN Wk o R e Lethbridge. .. ... i Lethbridge, Alta.
BUBERU; ) DX e s FaSalle .l 5 G Three Rivers, Que.
GIATERS ] A T R BRICORE. . i Regina, Sask.
CangRaN, 0P B T De Lanaudiére........... Montreal, Que.
G D e R e CRnaville: s e ey Quebec, Que.
CromANy H o o e et VIBLORI. 1 v o sves Montreal, Que.
GO B PC . e Westmoreland........... Sackville, N.B.
CROWI Bl it vt T BRI .o e Vancouver, B.C.
GURRY Ni S el Amherst Tt T Ambherst, N.S.
DANDURAND R . PO . o s Delonmiey: .. oes Montreal, Que.
PO T e e o e SR T i e Ptodolng: o, ol it St. John, N.B.
LIEG AN TR § et N i S b e SR A Maille el . & onan oty Montreal, Que.
PImarEn, A O T s Roupemont’. . . oivain St. Hyacinthe, Que.
107eio0 0 T3 s B i et R AR South Braee 2o ial Pinkerton, Ont.
enE, BB o T 550041 0) 0] PTIEUBER . St Liverpool, N.S.
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SENATORS OF CANADA

SENATORS. DESIGNATION. POST OFFICE ADDRESS,
The Honourable

T e e e R e PR o Brapt. ..ol Paris, Ont.
Fostil. GG 5 i vad s st ek AIMa SRS Ess 5wt di Montreal, Que.
FosteR, Rr. HoN, Sz George E., P.C,,

Hain " e i SR T e, o Ottawar S tn, 0 o e Ottawa, Ont.
O n T S b e KRR R L R O T T Saskatchewan........... Whitewood, Sask.
(8557 o2 D S R i e G RN Apbigomishi o o v Antigonish, N.S.
T R e Niotwine . ... .70 North Bay, Ont.
GHEEN Ba R i oo it sn s BOblamaY ¢. ot ceer Victoria, B.C.
GriesBacH, W. A., C.B.,, CM.G,, etc....... Edmonton. .. .es seveve ...| Edmonton, Alta.
BARDE AT = e Teadryat oo sk Brockville, Ont.
HARNER, Wil s st vl e ki Edmonton............... Edmonton, Alta.
HATHONUALY (o o s Ao D Lanark S ov bl Ottawa, Ont.
Huaurarlalo o i e s s o L R e e Souris, P.E.IL.
Kemp, Sir Epwarp, P.C.,, KCMG....... g SR e SR Toronto, Ont.
KNG GG, i i e o s e v s (AT o R S G e G Chipman, N.B.
BT AR e W TN RS e VIR e b BT T PR e R LR, Regina, Sask.
LAVERGNE, Ly e oo siypissnilessinions sava sl Kennebee o vy i Arthabaska, Que.
T TR C L e A S S R b e B Repenfiiny . ..ooievvines Louiseville, Que.
L EREEBANCE . DO L i s s O T (€71 T e L e e Quebec, Que.
TRASARD R el i L St e Sl L Sy R R I e Edmonton, Alta.
R0 e S ISR v Tt ot Dal e N i Enst Toposto'... . .covs o Toronto, Ont.
LYNCH-STAUNTON; Giuvyvioniorisvsissiviss Bamiltofis o iinicnns Hamilton, Ont.
Macoonsrts, AL H... O MG, ete. .oy, .o Toronto, South.......... Toronto, Ont.
MARTING B vl v sodicc o s P e Halifax oo aw fvalbad Halifax, N.S.
MAcARTEO R U s v sir iy inds Pl s s i Summerside, P.E.I.
MoCoa, AV B i i i T i LT (00 T IR ST Chatham, Ont.
MO ORI, o ito s v opi o ooy The e Sydney Mines ............ Sydney Mines, N.S.
MO ONATD A o S s e seaiais Shadlac ... o ...| Shediac, N.B.
MEHOGH, Gl - v onontn oo tisos anneniin: Vietona{O0).; .5 Lindsay, Ont.
MELEBANG J . coavnic vl g mionio s siaions seomssos Bouris: i St Souris, P.E.I.
MOERNRAN F B e S ey By dneyi b el e Sydney, N.S.
MOMEANE, Lt is iavos rcnoi s S Winnipeg....covoeueneeses Winnipeg, Man.
MIGRENEIRIL o e L e e S Red - DeBris oS v ol Red Deer, Alta.
LR e R S e R N S P TR Provenohet oL ooy Morris, Man.
MonzrraisiR, JH e L L e Shawinegan.............. Three Rivers, Que.
MHOTEAND Re A ol i i Port Hope. ........ili. Port Hope, Ont.
Muneny Co B G ion oo S Russell =5l o il g Ottawa, Ont.




ALPHABETICAL LIST

BENATORS. DESIGNATION. POST OFFICE ADDRESS.

The Honourable

PARDEE E P ioiiiains T s e R SEDtoNn. .. oo Sarnia, Ont.

)R el DS e e R G b S Nanaimo. . & ci.isidies: Nanaimo, B.C.
Lt b S R I R e T T S S SR Shediac, N.B.

Horm o R e ol e S St s Bediord: .t ncsvaioa Cookshire, Que.
PRowae, BLO o L s Charlottetown........... Charlottetown, P.E.I.
RANTIN < d o P s R S e e e Perth, No i voinnnsh Stratford, Ont.

RE. oD PO i i st vins st nions Grenville. ... .oi veiesiis Prescott, Ont.
RaeeerecoN, QoD POl cvns e Welland Welland, Ont.
RORIREON O W o T o i MONCton: o« . vouvivosvoisin Moncton. N.B.

IV R P | U e it i Sl S R e Moose Jaw....... et Moose Jaw, Sask.
ROt AW B e s e G e Middleton. .0 o hiis o, Middleton, N.S.
BoravIRRR Bl i, ot don sk panis s BOISSRVAIN. . .o bt o Boissevain, Man.
Baasem WO a0 Ll L i s s ob MERTEtOU. S s S Rl Manitou, Man.
Bare: B Dl e s i e Wentworth.... .otisie s Winona, Ont.
BEANFIEED S AN S e s e Colchester: .0l s tE s Truro, N.S.
RANNRR O B o0 i s Tl o v viiamaaty Ploton s T Pictou, N.S.

SATEOR LY B Lo i i New Westminster........ New Westminster, B.C.
dl ST G TR el e P De la Durantaye......... Quebec, Que.

TH1BAUDEAU, A. A De la Valligre............| Montreal, Que.

G i R B T A e C R T SO R el e Charlotta: .. .ciiicivens Milltown, N.B.
TureeoN, O Gloucester ...oeoceeinne Bathurst, N.B.
Y e i ¢ SR e e e R P s S Agsinibols:. .. ........5us Ottawa, Ont.

ORGP R e e T Portage la Prairie........ Portage la Prairie, Man
WEBSTRR, Jivss.ii s Joilvis ity enangs susnee Brockville.:i..iiicie .. Brockville, Ont.
WERaER L Ot o vt sicvissns avins Stadacona. ... viiilns e Montreal, Que.

WaDS, BB B i v Inkermaan. oo Jic o a0k Montreal, Que.

Ware, G. V..o va e S Slieas v s viea Pembroke. ...t Pembroke, Ont.
WAOUGHBY ; Wbl v csaisivitost o oo Moose Jaw....ouvuennnnn. Moose Jaw, Sask.

ko7 ile s e R IR s R SR T L e ) Saurel....... P o Montreal, Que.




BY PROVINCES
JULY 2, 1926

SENATORS OF CANADA

ONTARIO—24

SENATORS. POST OFFICE ADDRESS,
The Honourable

1 GRone® MOHOGR. . v . ol s i iasia s ve diiad o el Lindsay.

2 NarouboN A. Bytoount, PiC... 0 o i o Sahis e Ottawa.

5 CGROBGN GORNON vt 0 et e s el Ol e e North Bay.
4 Ernest D. SmrrH........... 0SSR e S AR s sl A s R Winona.

O IRMRR JEDIONNEAIY', . ..ol cous ol o it s s e e Pinkerton
0 GRORGE LY NCH-BTAUNTON £, . s oo i ah ot e Hamilton.
7:GwioN D, RossntsoN; P.Crt v oo e e Welland.

8= RaomaRp BLRING .. (05, BT S e b i e Brampton.
9 JoHN HENRY FISHER...........cc0vnnn.. e R g Paris.

10 JoBN WEBSTER............. oo s S TN e N e sl R Brockville.
LG RoBERT A MULHOLGAND (.5 G it i o o o o Port Hope.
12 GuRarn VEREER WHITR., L. i0iih i oo sinciana b iviae P s Pembroke.
13 JorN D Rin, P.C..v. i, T T R Rl Ao Prescott.
14 Rr. HoN. Sir Geo. E. FosteER, P.C., G.CM.G.ocoovvvennnnns Ottawa.
1581 Epwarp BKemp, P.CLIOM O . i ot b e Toronto.
16 ARcHIBALD H. MACDONELL, C.M.G., €tC. .. .ovurrrevrnrrrennnnnnnnns .| Toronto.
17 ARCEIBALDIBIARR MCCOIG. .. ..o ot b h e e Chatham.
18 AmunCl BARDY. (. A it e Brockville.
10= Vasnwre BPARnNR. 0L oo Sarnia.
20 Sir ALLEN Brisron AyreswortH, P.C., K.C.M.G... Toronto.
21 A~prEw Haypon....... SRR AT e e LT Ottawa.
22 ORI Mvrery PO 0. 75 e pae g s Ottawa.
RS HJORNT Bwate e e e e Toronto.
247 JaNms PATMER RANKING o0 v i st Stratford.




SENATORS OF CANADA

QUEBEC—24

SENATORS.

ELECTORAL DIVISION.

POST OFFICE ADDRE3S.

The Honourable
1 HIPPOLYTE MONTPLAISIR..covceenes  cusenne
2 ALFRED A. THIBAUDEAU..cuenvivenannnnnnn
3 RaourL DANDURAND, P.C..eeecvnniinnnen..
4 JosEPH P. B. CASGRAIN.....ccvvvucnnnnnn
5 FrEpERICK L. BfQUE, P.C..cccvnaaenn.
6 JosEPE H. LEGRIS.....0vcevenceeciranenns
7 JULES TESSIER....cvvvvvionsrasansonsasnass
8 LAURENT O. DAVID ...cvvnvincnennnecnnn.
9 Henry J. CLORAN....... A TR
10 GEORGE C. DESSAULLES....q tveecntacanns
11 LoUIS LAVERGNE..00vouvresrssorocsssscnes
12 JosEPH M. WILSON....¢0coesrescecinscconns
13 Rurus H. POPE...c.ovvvivciinenneninan.

14 CHARLES PHILIPPE BEAUBIEN.......0vnunn.

15 DAvID OVIDE L’ESPERANCE. ....ovvnviannn

16 GEORGE GREEN FOSTER........ PR e
17 RicEARD SMEATON WHITE....... el
18 PerrE Epouarp BronpiN, P.C............
19 THOMAS CHAPAIB. ....covvuvacnses SGaten
90 LorNe C . WEBSTRR, . ... il toieeioiaanas:
21 Gusrave BoYER

22 HeNRI SEVERIN BELAND

23 Jacques BUREAU

Shawinegan..c...........
De la Vallidre............
De Lorimier...........

De Lanaudilre...........
Do Balaberry. ..o, 0ol
Repentigny.....cooueuest
De la Durantaye.........
Mille Tlentc. oo viiess
VIloris s, S e
Rougemont..............

Kentiebev oo vairiivins

Bedfopdi v, it s it
Montarville...e...c......

InkermaR <, s vive
The Laurentides.........
Grandville ..ccecen.... Fh

Stadasotar: . n s

Three Rivers.
Montreal.
Montreal.
Montreal.
Montreal.
Louiseville.
Quebec.
Montreal.
Montreal.

St. Hyacinthe.
Arthabaska.
Montreal.
Cookshire.
Montreal.
Quebec.
Montreal.
Montreal.
Montreal, Que.
Quebec.
Montreal.
Rigaud.
Ottawa, Ont.

Three Rivers.




SENATORS OF CANADA

NOVA SCOTIA—10

SENATORS.

POST OFFICE ADDRESS.

The Honourable

BT Dy e A TR A e S SR SRR | e 2 S A e Liverpool

2 NATHANIRL CURRY < e i o de s s i i R o s se s aowe v Ambers.
Sk ok ol SR TS e e s B S R SR e e e Middleton.
§InWARD L FIIRERNEL. . o e e e Antigonish.

o s PR G BTG et ORI SO R Sl X S e S SO S e Sydney.

B CHARLER B T AR 00 o i o o Gt ik s Do A ad i Pictou.

Lo JolN BYANVELD » o i L L a AT YR e S Truro.

CABE 0y g B e BTs (o) R e e e ey e e s e Sydney Mines.
O PRTRR MARTIN 5 s sl v it v s s e i e e St W e Halifax.
10 R R R R S e e e e s e B N s YU B SRR s

NEW BRUNSWICK—10
The Honourable

Lo PaAmean Pl oo o o e N e e Shediae.

2 GronGE GERALD KING. . ivroeinsosirh ook ot T oy ir s, s Chipman.

S o) 9 R S Y 1 o e P G N U 5 R O e St. John.

& T HOMAB IRAN T BOORAUE: .« . e e e e s Richibucto.
biirvIRG RO i e s e b b e Milltown.

0 JorN ANTHONY MODIONRLD <1 0 ini s soiniatasiaiisiee sEciaey Shediac.

g ERANK B, BralRlebetopil | o A a A e i 5 s e e ks s s AN Sackville.

8 OnsaprnoRW TURAGNEN. .. oo oy it i Bathurst.

9 - CrwroRDAW, BOBNIBRIE | o o o s i i s nas Moncton.
10 ARTEHUR BB COPEI PO . . iiiiai i i snisihsvess Sackville.

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND—4
The Honourable

1 Bensamin C. ProwsE......... e S o S g S Y g Charlottetown.
2 JouN McLEAN........... I B e R RO TN LS o D Souris.

8 JAMES JosxrH -FIUGHEN. .. c:.iiii i sisseiciessianiioieiiiiss F; Souris.

4. CREELMAN MACARTHUR .. ::::i i iistiiiaiitnsioniiseniitsenisnd

Summerside.




xiv SENATORS OF CANADA
BRITISH COLUMBIA—6
SENATORS. POST OFFICE ADDRESS.

The Honourable
1 Hewrrr BosTock, P.C. (Speaker)........ . ceecvieerecescasonnnnas Monte Creek.
D R B IPERNTR o v e cvssvninseswainnasassaniesssnean e Nanaimo.
S CEonan HENRY BARNARD . .- iaviicssvavessecsssnninsssass i aseas Victoria.
4 TAMES DAVIE TAYEOR:: 12 v s vrnaerssessssbosasasesasssssesesseessns New Westminster.
TR b U B ), e e G WIS S RIS Ry S s R R Victoria.
B BANNORD J CROWE it ls b siens v ons Dt a oy ons e e Vancouver.

MANITOBA—6

The Honourable
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The Debates of the Senate

OFFICIAL REPORT

THE SENATE

Thursday, January 7, 1926.

The Fifteenth Parliament having been
summoned by Proclamation of the Governor
General to meet this day in its First Session
for the despatch of business.

The Senate met at 2.30 p.m., the Speaker
in the Chair.

OPENING OF THE SESSION

The Hon. the SPEAKER informed the
Senate that he had received @ communication
from the Governor General’s Secretary inform-
ing him that the Chief Justice of Canada,
in his capacity of Deputy Governor General,
would proceed to the Senate Chamber to
open the Session of the Dominion Parliament,
on Thursday, the 7th of January, at 3 o’clock.

APPOINTMENT OF BLACK ROD

The Hon. the SPEAKER informed the
Senate that he had received a certified copy
of an Order in Council showing that Major
Andrew Ruthven Thompson had been
appointed Gentleman Usher of the Black
Rod.

NEW SENATORS INTRODUCED

The following newly-appointed Senators were
severally introduced and took their seats:

Hon. Charles Murphy, P.C., KC., of
Ottawa, Ontario, introduced by Hon. R.
Dandurand and Hon. Andrew Haydon.

Hon. Henri Severin Béland, P.C., M.D,
of St. Joseph de Beauce, Quebec, introduced
by Hon. R. Dandurand and Hon. Jules
Tessier.

Hon. Jacques Bureau, P.C., K.C,, of Three
Rivers, Quebec, introduced by Hon. R.
Dandurand and Hon. N. A. Belcourt.

Hon. Arthur Bliss Copp, P.C.,, of Sack-
ville, New Brunswick, introduced by Hon.
R. Dandurand and Hon. C. W. Robinson.

The Senate adjourned during pleasure.
14015—1

REVISED EDITION

OPENING OF THE SESSION

The Right Honourable Francis Alexander
Anglin, Chief Justice of Canada, Deputy
Governor General, having come and being
seated,

The Hon. the SPEAKER commanded the
Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod to proceed
to the House of Commons and acquaint that
House that: “It is the Right Honourable the
Deputy Governor’s desire that they attend
him immediately in the Senate Chamber.”

Who being come,
The Hon. the SPEAKER said:

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

I have it in command from the Right Honourable
the Deputy Governor General to let you know that
His Excellency the Governor General does not see fit
to declare the causes of his summoning the present
Parliament of Canada until a Speaker of the House
of Commons shall have been chosen according to law;
but to-morrow, at the hour of 3 o’clock in the after-
noon, His Excellency will declare the causes of his
calling of this Parliament.

The Right Honourable the Deputy Governor
was pleased to retire, and the House of
Commons withdrew.

The sitting was resumed.

NEW SENATORS INTRODUCED

The following newly-appointed Senators were
severally introduced and took their seats:

Hon. James Joseph Hughes, of Souris,
Prince Edward Island, introduced by Hon.
R. Dandurand and Hon. Robert Watson.

Hon. William Ashbury Buchanan, of
Lethbridge, Alberta, introduced by Hon. R.
Dandurand and Hon. James H. Ross.

Hon. Creelman MacArthur, of Summerside,
Prince Edward Island, introduced by Hon. R.
Dandurand and Hon. Benjamin C. Prowse.

Hon. Prosper Edmond Lessard, of Edmonton,
Alberta, introduced by Hon. R. Dandurand
and Hon. W. J. Harmer.

Hon. John Lewis, of Toronto, Ontario,
introduced by Hon. R. Dandurand and Hon.

" Andrew Haydon.
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Hon. James Palmer Rankin, of Stratford,
Ontario, introduced by Hon. R. Dandurand
and Hon. R. Watson.

Hon. John Patrick Molloy, M.D., of Morris,
Manitoba, introduced by Hon. R. Dandurand
and Hon. R. Watson.

The Senate adjourned until to-morrow at
2.30 p.m.

THE SENATE

Friday, January 8, 1926.

The Senate met at 230 p.m., the Speaker
in the Chair.

The Senate adjourned during pleasure.

SPEECH FROM THE THRONE

At three o’clock His Excellency the
Governor General proceeded to the Senate
Chamber and took his seat upon the Throne.
His Excellency was pleased to command the
attendance of the House of Commons, and
that House being come, with their Speaker,
His Excellency was pleased to open the First
Session of the Fifteenth Parliament of the
Dominion of Canada with the following
Speech:

Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate:

Members of the House of Commons:

It gives me pleasure to welcome you to your import-
ant duties in this first session of the fifteenth Parliament
of Canada.

Since our last meeting, the Empire has been called on
to lament the demise of Queen Alexandra. In our
Dominion the memory of the late Queen will ever be
held At the earliest
opportunity a resolution will be submitted to you
expressing the deep sympathy of the Parliament and
people of Canada with His Majesty the King and
other members of the Royal Family in their bereave-

in affectionate remembrance.

ment.

Canada has been signally honoured by the selection of
a member of its Government as President of the sixth
assembly of the League of Nations.

I congratulate you on the growing prosperity of this
favoured land. The products of our agricultural and
other basic industries have greatly increased. Our ex-
port trade shows remarkable expansion. Our manufac-
turing and related industries throughout the Dominion
have experienced a development not enjoyed in many
years. Further evidence of industrial progress is re-
flected in the greatly improved earnings of the railways.

This increased prosperity and advancement have been
aided by the policies of the Government and the reduc-
tions in expenditures and taxation made from time to
time. In the opinion of my Ministers the improved
conditions warrant further substantial reductions in
taxation.

Hon. Mr. SPEAKER.

Every effort will be made further to reduce expendi-
tures. To aid in the reduction of expenditures in
administration certain of the departments of the public
service will be consolidated with others and government
services more effectively co-ordinated.

Our revenue is derived partly from taxes made
necessary by the war and partly from other sources.
In order that the people of the Dominion may have
an exact knowledge of the sources of their revenue and
the objects of its expenditure simplified forms of
account will be issued periodically.

With the improvement of conditions throughout the
country the Government have formulated and put into
operation a comprehensive immigration plan. My Minis-
ters desire it to be known that the Dominion welcomes
settlers of the classes which can be absorbed into our
population. Regulations have been simplified, trans-
portation rates greatly reduced, and the care of settlers
to destination and during early settlement given every
attention. Measures will be taken to further the
retention on the land of our existing agricultural popu-
lation, to encourage the return to rural parts of urban
dwellers possessed of agricultural experience, and the
repatriation of Canadians now living in other countries.
Special arrangements will be proposed for settlement
on Crown Lands.

An agreement has been made between the Government
and the railroad companies providing a larger measure
of co-operation in immigration activities in the British
Isles and on the continent of Europe. An agreement
entered into with the British Government has already
been instrumental in stimulating immigration from Great
Britain.

While it
it is equally,. if not more important, to assist those
who are already established on the land by reducing
the ‘cost of agricultural production, To this end a
measure will be introduced offering wide facilities for

is of importance to attract new settlers

rural credits.

My Ministers are of the opinion that a general
increase in the Customs Tariffi would prove detrimental
to the country’s continued prosperity and prejudicial
to national unity. In their view the incidence of this
form of taxation should bear as lightly as possible
upon the necessaries of life and on agriculture and
other primary They believe that in the
interest of industrial development every effort should be
made to eliminate the element of uncertainty with
respect to tariff changes; that changes in the tariff
should be made only after the fullest examination of
their bearing upon both primary and manufacturing
industries and that representations requesting increase
or decrease of duties should be made the subject of the
most careful investigation and report by a body
possessing the necessary qualifications to advise the
Ministry with respect thereto.: A Tariff Advisory Board
will accordingly be appointed forthwith. This Board
will be expected to make a careful study of the
Customs Tariff, the revenue to be derived therefrom and

industries.
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the effect of the tarifi and allied factors on industry
and agriculture.

While recognizing the importance of the Canadian
home market, the great value of markets in othet
countries for our natural and manufactured products
must also be considered. In particular our trade
within the Empire should be encouraged by all means
consistent with our national welfare. In this connection
a trade agreement entered into with the British West
Indies, Bermuda, British Guiana and British Honduras
will be submitted for your approval.

In pursuance of the fixed policy of the Government
to encourage the movement of grain and other Canadian
products through Canadian ports, the Board of Railway
Commissioners has been instructed to include in the
General Rate investigation now in progress, & special
inquiry into the causes of diversion of Canadian grain
and other products through other than Canadian ports,
and to take such action under the Railway Act as it
may deem efficient to ensure as far as possible the
utilization of Canadian ports for Canadian traffic.

My Government propose to submit provisions for the
completion forthwith of the Hudson Bay Railway.

With a view to affording such remedies as may appear
to be practical and appropriate, the Government also
propose to appoint a Royal Commission to inquire
fully into the claims that the rights of the Maritime
Provinces in regard to the operation of the Inter-
colonial Raiway have not been observed, and that in
regard to transportation, immigration, and other
economic factors these provinces have suffered pre-
judicially, in their position under Confederation.

Your attention will be invited, among other measures,
to a Bill to provide for the transfer to the Province
of Alberta of its natural resources, and to a bill amend-
ing the Dominion Elections Act.

Members of the House of Commons:

The accounts of the last fiscal year and the estimates
for the coming year will be submitted for your con-
sideration.

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

In the policies and measures I have outlined, a
sincere effort has been made to take into account the
diversified conditions and interests of our Dominion in
a manner which will promote mutual understanding
It is believed
that these measures which, taken together, form a co-

and closer co-operation between all parts.

ordinated plan of national progress, will ensure our
common aim of a prosperous and united Canada.

In their consideration and in other of your publie
duties may Divine Providence guide and bless your
deliberations.

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

The sitting of the Senate was resumed.

Prayers.
14015—13

RAILWAY BILL
FIRST READING

Bill 1, an Act respecting railways.—Hon.
Mr. Dandurand.

CONSIDERATION OF HIS
EXCELLENCY’S SPEECH

On motion of Hon. Mr. Dandurand, it was
ordered, that the Speech of His Excellency
the Governor General be taken into con-
sideration on Tuesday, January 12.

STAFF OF THE SENATE
VACANCIES

The Hon. the SPEAKER informed the
Senate that he had received a communication
from the Clerk of the Senate stating that
owing to the death of Mr. J. C. Young and
Mr. Siméon Lelidvre, First Clerk Assistant
and Second Clerk Assistant, vacancies had
occurred on the Senate staff.

COMMITTEE ON ORDERS AND
PRIVILEGES

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND moved:

That all the Senators present during the Session be
appointed a Committee to consider the Orders and
Customs of the Senate and Privileges of Parliament,
and that the said Committee have leave to meet in
the Senate Chamber when and as often as they please.

The motion was agreed to.

COMMITTEE ON SELECTION

On motion of Hon. Mr. Dandurand, the
following Senators were appointed a Com-
mittee on Selection to nominate Senators to
serve on the several Standing Committees
during the present Session: the Honourable
Messieurs Ross (Middleton), Belcourt, Daniel,
Prowse, Robertson, Sharpe, Tanner, Watson,
Willoughby and the mover.

The Senate adjourned until
January 12, at 3 p.m.

Tuesday,

—_—

THE SENATE
Tuesday, January 12, 1926.

The Senate met at 3 p.m., the Sveaker in
the Chair.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE GOVERNOR GENERAL’S SPEECH
CONSIDERATION POSTPONED
On the Order of the Day:

Consideration of His Excellency the Governor
General’s Speech on the opening of the First Session of
the Fifteenth Parliament.—Hon. Mr. Lewis.
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Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Honourable
gentlemen, we have on our Order Paper but
one item, the consideration of His Excellency
the Governor General’s Speech on the open-
ing of the First Session of the Fifteenth Par-
liament. In order that the Senate may dis-
cuss the Speech in a serene atmosphere and
with a mind free from preoccupation, I would
suggest that this Order be postponed until
Thursday or Friday of this week. If this pro-
posal is agreeable to the Senate I would
suggest that my honourable friend who was
to move the Address (Hon. Mr. Lewis) move
that the Order be discharged and be placed on
the Orders of the Day for Thursday next.

Hon. W. B. ROSS: The suggestion of my
honourable friend quite meets with my ap-
proval. The only auestion I would raise
would be as to whether it should be Thursday
or Friday; but it is not worth while altering
the motion.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: When we come
to it, we may decide whether we will take it
up on Thursday or on Friday.

Right Hon. Sir GEORGE E. FOSTER:
Honourable gentlemen, T am a little curious
to know the reasons for this. My honourable
friend has simply made the proposition to
defer the consideration of this item until
another day. It is an unusual course. My
honourable friend must have reasons for
making his suggestion. Perhaps he would
inform us what they are.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I do not know
that I can do so in better words than I have
used, though I am sure it could be done in
better English. My suggestion is made in
order that we may take up the consideration
of the Speech with minds free from any pre-
occupation, and discuss it on its merits. I
feel that we should endeavour to maintain the
serenity of this Chamber and approach all
matters in a judicial frame of mind; and with
that end in view I think that my suggestion
is opportune. I leave my right honourable
friend’s imagination to add to the reasons
which I give.

Right Hon. Sir GEORGE E. FOSTER:
My honourable friend has of course larger
opportunities than I have of becoming
acquainted with the atmosphere of the Senate
at this particular time. For my own part
I have not seen any seething excitement on
either side of the House. However, I am
willing to defer to my honourable friend’s
opinion, and to take his advice for the pre-
sent if he thinks we have reached such a
boiling point that we are not in a position

Hon. Mr. SPEAKER.

to approach this matter now with calm con-
sideration.

On motion of Hon. Mr. Lewis, the Order of
the Day was discharged, and set down for
Thursday next.

TRIBUTES TO DECEASED SENATORS
AND OFFICIALS
THE LATE HON. SIR JAMES LOUGHEED, HON.
WM. ROCHE, HON. GEO. H. BRADBURY,
HON. L. G. DE VEBER

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Honourable
gentlemen, I take the first opportunity which
offers to express our sorrow at the sudden
departure from this life of the late Sir James
Lougheed, who during twenty years played a
leading role in this Chamber. Sir James’s
life is an object lesson to the rising generation.
In the full sense of the term he was a self-
made man.

In his early teens he began life seriously,
preparing for the ecarpentry trade, a trade
which requires intelligence and which affords
scope for artistic values. At the same time,
being anxious to learn, he attended regularly
the Sunday school classes of the Hon. Samuel
Blake. That honourable gentleman, re-
cognizing his ability and his desire to learn,
and seeing in him talents which would fit him
for professional life, suggested that he should
prepare himself for a higher station in society.
This advice did not fall upon unproductive
soil. Young Lougheed decided to make an
effort to advance himself by studying the
classics, he devoted all his spare time to self-
improvement, and the moment came when he
entered upon ‘the study of law.

After very hard work he was admitted to
the Bar. He did not practise his profession
to any extent in his home city of Toronto.
At that time the Canadian Pacific railway
was forging ahead on the plains of the West,
and he obtained a letter of introduction to
the Chief Engineer of that railway, a gentle-
man whose name is familiar to us all, now
Sir Herbert Holt, who at that time was located
at Medicine Hat. With that letter of recom-
mendation Lougheed went to Medicine Hat,
where he was received by the then Mr. Holt
and placed in one of the offices of the com-
pany. The road, which was stili under the
construction department, had then advanced
beyond Medicine Hat, at that time the jump-
ing-off point. Sir James, as we knew him,
did not remain there, but within %welve
months reached the place which was to be
and which now is the city of Calgary, and
there, I understand, he lived under canvas
for the first month.

It was soon found that Calgary would be
a divisional point of importance, and people
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flocked in that direction. One of the first
legal difficulties of some importance that
arose was confided to his care, and he once
told me of the difficulty of organizing a court.
He won his first case. From the beginning he
took an interest in real estate, and applied
himself to its development. From being a
real estate owner he became a builder. He
grew with Calgary, and helped Calgary to
grow. He built one of the first substantial
buildings in that city. He engaged in the
insurance business and the brokerage business.
He took part in every activity. There was
nothing that escaped his attention. And yet
all the time he was successfully pursuing his
vocation as an attorney. He arrested the
attention of the community to such a degree
that when hardly five years had passed, a
vacancy occurring in the Senate, he was offered
a Senatorship and came here in 1889. He
was one of the real leaders of the West and
practically one of the founders of the city
of Calgary.

I met Sir James Lougheed in this Chamber
in 1898. At that time he was dividing his
attention between his various interests in
Calgary and the work of the Senate, which
was no mean task, the distance between the
two points being so great. During the first
years of his occupancy of a seat in this Cham-
ber he rather modestly sat at the feet of the
elders and imbibed their wisdom. Those elders
were men of no mean consequence. Many of
them held their nominations under Royal
appointment; they were pre-Confederation
men, men who had a wide reputation and
who adorned this Chamber to the full. Al-
though only modestly participating during his
first years here in the work of the Senate,
Sir James Lougheed early attracted the at-
tention of his fellow members, and it was
no surprise to me in 1906 when he was given
the leadership of the Conservative Party
in this House.

When called to that important post he
applied himself to his task and discharged
his duties brilliantly. He was courteous, he
was genial, he was resourceful—perfectly
equipped legally and mentally. He had con-
siderable commerecial and finaneial experience ;
he knew the West as few men knew it, and
he rapidly gained not only the cunfidence of
his colleagues in this Chamber, but their
admiration and friendship as well. In every
position that he held in the Government of
Canada he was equal to the task, and he was
often mentioned as a man of proper calibre
for the Premiership of the country.

To Lady Lougheed and his family we tender
our most heartfelt sympathy.

Turning from the West to the East T find
a vacancy in our Chamber caused by the
demise of the late Hon. Mr. Roche of Halifax.
Senator Roche was a successful man of busi-
ness. He was for forty years in public life,
having sat for many terms in the Legislative
Assembly of Nova Scotia and in the House
of Commons, and he enjoyed the full confi-
dence of his community. He was well read,
he was an original thinker, and I should add
a philosopher as well. Those who heard
Senator Roche in any debate always felt that
he would say something that had not been
said, and that his views would be expressed
in a very original manner. He was indeed a
true philosopher, looking upon affairs with a
certain equanimity and a ‘certain detachment,
and I am sure that the Senate of Canada will
miss our colleague, who departed at a fairly
ripe age.

Returning to the centre of the country, we
have been faced by another vacancy caused
by the departure of the Hon. Mr. Bradbury.
As one of the pioneers in the lumbering trade
of Manitoba, he brought to the Senate large
business experience. He interested himself
also in military affairs, showing his zeal by
raising a regiment in the very first months of
the war. He crossed the Atlantic in perfect
health, and though he did not see active duty
at the front, yet while preparing to go, and
when in France and Flanders, he was stricken
down with a disease which gradually sapped
his vitality and closed his career a few months
ago.

In my short contact with Senator Brad-
bury he showed himself to be a public-spirited
citizen, deeply interested in the welfare of
Canada, especially in trying to arrange our
financial difficulties so that with their proper
adjustment this country should go forward
towards prosperity.

1 would refer also to the death of Senator
De Veber, of Lethbridge, who was among us
for a number of years, and who spoke with
authority on matters hygienic and medical.
Te took considerable part in discussing, fram-
ing and modifying legislation on those topics
with which he was familiar. He had quite
an honourable career in the Northwest
Assembly, of which he was a member when
he was called to the Senate. In his latter
years he was in poor health, and new-comers
in .this Chamber did not see him at his best,
but when he was well he did his part
thoroughly and to the satisfaction of his
colleagues. To his dutiful wife, who, ever
since his appointment accompanied him here
session after session, we extend our sincere
sympathy.
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To the family of Senator Roche and to
that of Senator Bradbury we also extend our
most sincere sympathy. Not only will these
departed colleagues be missed by their
families and ‘their provinces, but I am sure
the Senate will also miss their presence among
us.

Hon. W. B. ROSS: Honourable gentlemen,
I wish to join with my honourable friend on
the other side in extending the sympathies of
this Chamber to the wives and families of the
members who so lately were with us, but are
now with us no more.

In all that the honourable gentleman has
said with regard to Sir James Lougheed he
has not overstated the facts concerning that
honourable leader. As he has referred to Sir
James’s early life and his business career in
the West, it is not necessary that T should
dwell upon those points; but on one or two
phases with regard to Sir James I would like
to say a few words.

I had no acquaintance with Sir James
Lougheed until I became a member of this
House, but for thirteen years I was on terms
of intimate acquaintance, and I think I may
say friendship, with him. During the whole
of that period there never arose anything to
interfere with our friendship. He was an
excellent companion, owing to the fact that
he had a very active mind. In all the years
during which I was thrown very often in his
company I never spent a dull five minutes:
it did not matter where one was going, or
what one was doing. If travelling in the cars
through the country, and interested in the
landscape, Sir James Lougheed was also in-
terested in the scenery, the farms, and every-
thing that was going on. He took great in-
terest in railways, and there was no subject
that could be mentioned on which he did not
know at least something, and on many he was
thoroughly well informed. I cannot imagine
a greater benefit in the way of friendship that
any man could enjoy than was my privilege
in the friendship of Sir James Lougheed ; and
I never left his presence without feeling that
I had learned something, or understood better
the questions that I discussed with him. He
was very helpful to me when I was trying to
understand the ways of the constitution, and
the methods of this House.

I should like to mention one point which I
think was unique in the life of Sir James
Lougheed, and which I have not yet heard
mentioned. During the thirteen years of our
acquaintance a great many men have come
and gone from both sides of this House, but
I say without reservation, after having talked
to at least 90 per cent of the members of this
House, that I never heard a man on either

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

side of ithis Chamber who did not say that he
liked Sir James Lougheed. That is a remark-
able tribute to him, for this House has 96
members, and we might expect, as one of the
most natural things in ‘the world, that there
would be some man who had a minor griev-
ance, if not a major dislike. I never saw any
trace of such.

I ‘think the honourable gentlemen on the
other side of the House will join me in saying
that they admired Sir James Lougheed—his
manner and his character, and the way in
which he conducted the business of this House
—practically as much as did the members
sitting behind me.

There is another aspect of Sir James
Lougheed’s life on which we must look. Part
of his life was passed during a critical period,
when the fate of this Empire was at stake,
and when he was one of the pillars of this
country, one of the wise men who were try-
ing to direct the country’s affairs to a success-
ful issue. Although I was not in the Cabinet,
I was on Committees, and had opportunities
to observe that there was no wiser head and
no firmer will than the head and the will of
Sir James Lougheed. His assistance to the
Government of the day was of the very high-
est importance. The work that he did was
well done in the service of his country. The
more we investigate his life the more largely
he figures in shaping the legislation of this
country. . I know, as a matter of fact, that
his judgment on railway and tariff matters,
and other questions of prime importance to
the country very often prevailed. His name
and work will occupy an ‘important place in
the legislative history of this country, as those
who hereafter go through the records will find.

Coming to the leadership of Sir James
Lougheed in this House, it would possibly be
superfluous for me to say that he was a
model leader. The feeling of attachment which
was general on both sides of this House did
not arise because Sir James Lougheed was a
milksop, or because he gave every man what
he wanted. Indeed, on the contrary, it was be-
cause he had a mind of his own, that was
naturally predisposed to be fair, and to give
every man a hearing, and not to press too
far his powers as leader. He has said to
me, and. I have heard him say to other
members of this House: “I would like your
support on this question, but if after thresh-
ing it out you econscientiously think that
you cannot support it, then you may vote
against it.” He secured the maximum of sup-
port from his followers, and retained their
goodwill, and I cannot imagine a more adroit,
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more honest, honourable, wise and kind leader
than Sir James Lougheed was.

So I wish to associate miyself, and I think
the members of the party behind me will also
join, with the honourable member in extend-
ing our sincere sympathy and goodwill to the
widow and family of Sir James Lougheed, a
man whose name will live as long as the
Senate exists.

Leaving this subject, which is a very trying
one to me, I wish to refer to the death of
our former member, Hon. Mr. Bradbury. I
know that he was zealous in doing good work
in the Senate, and I can say without reserve,
having on several occasions worked with him,
that I found him very jealous for the honour
and usefulness of this House, so that what
the Senate did should be for the benefit of
the country.

Referring to the late Senator Roche, he was
an old dlient of mine, and we travelled prob-
ably 150 miles by buckboard along the South
Shore of Nova Scotia when we were bringing
good Grits to the poll. After our long
acquaintance, I can endorse what the honour-
able gentleman opposite has said, that Senator
Roche had a philosophic cast of mind—and
he sometimes hit the mark, too. He was a
successful politician, and also a successful
business man, and I know there are families
in Halifax to-day who will miss him. He was
a coal merchant, and he never forgot the poor
during the cold winters, though he spoke little
about this. I liked to hear Senator Roche
address this House, and I think his last speech
was one of the best I ever heard him deliver.
1 have looked over it more ‘than once in
order to gain some knowledge, for he was
speaking on a subject that he thoroughly
understood. He had been more or less en-
gaged in the shipping trade all his life, and
when some member from the interior of Can-
ada undertook to tell him about ocean freight,
Senator Roche was able to tell that honour-
able gentleman just exactly how much and
how little he knew about the subject.

T heartily join with the honourable gentle-
man opposite in extending our sincerest sym-
pathy to the family of the late Senator Roche.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: May I refer
also to the demise of two faithful servants
of the Senate who were sitting in our midst
last Session. The last person who spoke in
this House before prorogation was, I believe,
Mr. Siméon Lelidvre, one of t‘he Assistant
Clerks. In various posts he had been in the
service of the country for forty-three years.
He was for a number of years in the Senate
itself, first as a translator, then as Chief Trans-
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lator, and finally as a Clerk at the Table.
He discharged his duties in a manner which
was, I am sure, satisfactory to all the Members
of this Chamber.

His senior, Mr. Charles Young, who died
after him, had a very exceptional career in
the Senate of Canada. In 1860 he entered
the service of the Parliament of the Union
as a page, when eight years old. He was
promoted from one post to another until he
became the First Assistant Clerk of the Senate.
Mr. Young was an official who was always
painstaking and most faithful in the discharge
of his duties.

1 desire to express our SOITOwW at the depart-
ure of these faithful servants of the Parliament
of Canada.

Hon. 'G. D. ROBERTSON: Honourable
gentlemen, I crave the honour of associating
myself with the remarks of the honourable
leaders of the two parties in this House with
reference to deceased members and officers
of the Senate. I am sure we all share fully
in what has been said of Senators De Veber,
Roche and Bradbury. As to the two officers
of the Senate who have passed from this
earthly life, T think that we are all of one
opinion, namely, that in the discharge of their
duties they were unfailing in their courtesy
and kindness, and that we shall ever have
kindly recollections of their services.

Tt is, however, with a special desire to make
brief reference to the departure of our late
lamented leader, Sir James Lougheed, that I
presume to say a word at this time. For
about seven years it was my nrivilege to be
his deskmate in this House. During that
period, as well as before, I was intimately
acquainted with him and my admiration for
him constantly increased.

I well remember on one occasion Sir James
gave me a glimpse into his early life and
career, telling me that when he went to what
Calgary he entered it on
foot, before the advent of the raiiroad. What
scemed to be the outstanding characteristic
of his young life, namely, his unfailing op-
timism and faith in his country, continued
with him until the end.

We all held him in affectionate regard.
Those of us who had the opportunity of know-
ing him quite intimately feel his loss the
more. I had the pleasant privilege of being
a guest in his home on several occasions
and knew each member of his family. I
most heartily and sincerely join in the ex-
pressions of condolence to Lady Tougheed and
those who are left behind.

Hon. I, McMEANS: Honourable gentle-
men, 1 do not rise for the purpose of adding
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anything to the encomiums that have been
spoken upon our late leader, Sir James
Lougheed. To muyself his death was a per-
sonal loss, but that is as nothing compared
with the loss that the country has sustained.
It was my privilege to know Sir James as far
back as forty-five or forty-seven years ago,
when he first started to study law.

I rise particularly for the purpose of refer-
ring to the late member from Manitoba, the
late Senator Bradbury. His demise I feel, is
a great loss to the Senate. He had associated
himself with many matters of great public
importance, and in none of them was there
any question about his devotedness to the
public interest. T will mention only one or
two cases. For the part he took in the
Fisheries Regulations that are to-day in force
with respect to Lake Winnipeg and other
lakes in Manitoba, the men engaged in the
fishing industry owe him a great debt of
gratitude. He was their representative, It
was my privilege to know him when he first
entered the political arena as a member for
the constituency of Selkirk. We in this
Chamber know that it is largely—I might say
almost entirely—due to him that Canada to-
day retains those great coal fields known as
the Hoppe leases. He was always ready to
answer the call of public duty, and when the
war broke out he did not hesitate to offer
his services and throw himself at once into
the fight. He raised the 108th Battalion, which
met with such great success on the battlefields
in Europe.

His many personal qualities endeared him
to the members of the Senate, and though
in later years, probably owing to ill-health,
he was not able to take as active a part as
formerly in the debates of this Chamber, I
am sure he has left his mark. We shall regret
for many years to come his untimely demise.

Hon. W. B. WILLOUGHBY : Honourable
gentlemen, it has been suggested that as a
Westerner T too might say a word with refer-
ence to the very untimely death of our hon-
oured leader on this side. To make a per-
sonal reference—I am told that at the time
of his death he had the heart and the arteries
of a comparatively young man. e was a
man who led a very clean, healthy physieal
life. He was rugged, active, and fond of
exercise, and enjoyed everything in nature,
and we in this House might have readily an-
ticipated for him ten, fifteen or twenty years
more in his span of life,

The honourable Leader of the House (Hon.
Mr. Dandurand) has related to us many per-
sonal details. I may supplement them by
three or four. Sir James Lougheed was born,

Hon. Mr. McMEANS.

as we all know at Brampton, in the county of
Peel—a county those representative in this
House, the beloved and highly respected
member who sits upon my left, is now
seriously ill; I refer to the Hon. Senator
Blain. Sir James came from a good county,
to which other distinguished men owe their
origin,

I did not become personally acquainted
with Senator Lougheed until I went to the
West in 1897. Shortly after T went to live
at Moose Jaw there was formed a law society
for whatare now the provinces of Saskatche-
wan and Alberta. Those provinces were not
separated judicially or legislatively until 1905,
at the time of the Autonomy Bill. As I
happened to be one of the first benchers, and
Sir James Lougheed was another, we became
very early associated in matters relating to
the legal profession, and our personal and
professional contact was not infrequent. I
can assure you that the gentlemen of the
Bar and others who met Sir James in court
found him to be a very wise counsellor and
very successful advocate. Not only was he
full of legal knowledge, but he had great
quickness of parts, and had he devoted him-
self exclusively to the law he would certainly
have been eminent as a counsel at the Bar.

His life was intimately associated with the
Western Provinces in particular. You in the
East and the centre of Canada knew him in
his public capacity as a Senator; we in the
West knew him also as a builder. No man
in the West, I care not who it is, has done
more in the building up of the industries of
the Prairie Provinces than our late esteemed
leader. He was a man of strong practical
sense. By his early training, to which refer-
ence has been made, he became peculiarly
competent in matters of building and con-
struction. He was engaged in that work on
his own behalf from the very beginning in
Calgary.

With the honourable Senator from Regina
(Hon. Mr. Laird), I went to the funeral of
Sir James. We could not be delegated at
that time, but, being apparently the only two
Senators from the Prairie Provinces who were
available, we took it upon ourselves in our
humble way to represent the Senate. You
will be pleased and will not be surprised to
bear that all Calgary turned out to do him
bonour at hig funeral. Among those who
attended were to be found many old-timers
from' various parts of Alberta. On the train
on my way home from Calgary to Medicine
Hat I happened to meet one of them, who
told me an interesting fact, which I had
never heard, with reference to the Senator.
They came to Medicine Hat about the same
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time, that is, shortly after the railway reached
there, in June of 1882, and Sir James Loug-
heed opened a law office there in a tent and
was ready for business. The construction of
the railroad was miaking wonderfully rapid
progress, and a month later, in July, the rail-
road reached Calgary. My friend, who is
still living at Medicine Hat, told me that Sir
James, having learned that Calgary: was to be
a divisional point, as has been stated, and
thinking its future a very promising one, de-
cided to locate there, and took the first train
to Calgary. As a matter of fact, he did
locate in Calgary in 1883. The railway
reached Moose Jaw in December of 1882
and Calgary in July, I think, of the following
year. Sir James for a time kept his office
in Medicine Hat as well as his office in Cal-
gary, but eventually his growing business in
Calgary and his many other activities cut
him adrift from his connection with Medicine
Hat.

If Sir James Lougheed had devoted himself
ta commercial life alone he would have made
one of the finest executives on this con-
tinent. He had a marvellous capacity for
grasping the salient and big things in con-
nection with any proposition which was put
before him. He was in a position to exercise
to some extent, and did exercise in a high
degree, his executive ability, in the service
of his country, as well as in executive posi-
tions which he filled in certain companies.

I think one of the best illustrations of the
value of his political and public service was
given in connection with the establishment
of the Military Hospitals Commission. He
had to enter an absolutely new field, with no
landmarks to guide his steps, but his success
in the establishment of that Commission was,
as we know, the envy of other countries,
and more than one delegation came from the
United States, officially and otherwise, to see
how the Commission functioned so success-
fully. Sir James was always willing to accept
responsibility, though he did not look for it.
It did require strong determination and de-
cision of character to take some of the steps
that were necessary in the founding of the
Mailitary Hospitals Commission. It after-
wards gravitated into another Department,
that of Soldiers’ Civil Re-establishment, of
which an honourable member of this House
(Hon. Mr. Béland) has full knowledge, but
by that time it had become more of an or-
ganized and regularized system.

I will not speak of our personal relations,
they have been so feelingly and so fittingly
described by the honourable leaders on both
sides of this House. As a Westerner who

had the opportunity of not infrequent contact
with Sir James during all my residence in
the West, T found him tender of heart and
able of brain.

Hon. L. 0. DAVID: Honourable gentle-
men, although I share in the sorrow which
has been so well expressed by the honourable
leaders of this House and other members of
the Senate, I shall for several reasons, par-
ticularly on account of my voice, confine my
remarks to a brief reference to the Hon. Sir
James Lougheed. I knew him personally as
a private man and as a public man for the
last twenty years and found him always kind,
courteous, benevolent, sympathetic—always
ready to do anything to please and to help.
Sir James deserves all the praise which has
been so well expressed for his benevolent
character and his brilliant mentality. Death
is a great calamity when it destroys the life
of 2 man whom everybody loves and admires
and whose services are so useful to a country.
But this is not the first time that death has
carried away men dear to their families and
their country, whose lives are precious and
even necessary. We shall enjoy no more the
gentle smile, the pleasing face, the good
humour and the eloquent voice of the late
Sir James Lougheed.

His death is a great loss to the Senate—
indeed, to all who have known and loved him:
by them he will never be forgotten.

THE NEW SENATORS AND THE NEW
CONSERVATIVE LEADER

Hon. R. DANDURAND: Honourable
gentlemen, may I be permitted now to turn
to the living and welcome to this Chamber
the newly sworn members of the House. They
become life members of the Senate—of one
large family working in harmony towards the
fulfilment of its duties. As they are appear-
ing in this Chamber for the first time, I desire
to welcome them as co-workers, and not as
party men. We do not meet here primarily
as party men. The Senate of Canada is not
a replica of the Commons. We live here in
a more serene atmosphere—to use an ex-
pression that I wused before—as becomes
moderators. To act as moderators is the
function given us by the Fathers of Confed-
eration. Clothed with quasi judicial
functions, we must approach all questions with
a certain detachment from party passions.
Otherwise how could we be moderators? Our
influence throughout this country can only
rest upon the conviction that our actions are
dictated solely by a sense of public duty.

Such has been the example invariably given
by the honourable gentleman who has been




10 SENATE

chosen to lead the Conservative party in this
Chamber (Hon. W. B. Ross). A sound jurist
with a well-balanced mind, a cool head view-
ing all things without passion, he has often
reminded me of the late Mr. David Mills,
who sat here as Minister of Justice, and whom
Sir John Macdonald delighted to call the Sage
of Bothwell. I hope my honourable friend
may enjoy long life and good health so that
we may continue to profit from his mature
experience, political wisdom, and extensive
knowledge of public affairs.

Hon. W. B. ROSS: Honourable gentlemen
I wish to thank fthe honourable gentleman
very sincerely for the kind words he has used
with regard to me. I can only hope that in
some measure I may make them good.

To the other gentlemen who have come here
for the first time, of course we give a hearty
welcome. We are looking for the best blood,
and we think we have got some of it in this
House.

The Senate adjourned until to-morrow at
3 pm.

THE SENATE

Wednesday, January 13, 1926.

The Senate met at 8 pm., the Speaker in
the Chair,

Prayers and routine proeeedings.

DEPARTMENT OF SOLDIERS
RE-ESTABLISHMENT

PRESENTATION OF REPORT

Hon. Mr. BELAND: Honourable gentle-
men, I have the honour to present the report
of the work of the Department of Soldiers’
Civil Re-establishment for the fiscal year
ending March 31, 1925,

In this connection I might say that it has
been customary with this Department to lay
on the Table at the opening of each Session
a report covering the calendar year. On
account of the early calling of Parliament this
year, it has been impossible to supply both
Houses with anything but a report covering
the fiscal year ending on the 31st of March,
1925.

The Senate adjourned until to-morrow at
3 p.m.

CIVIL

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

THE SENATE

Thursday, January 14, 1926.

The Senate met at 3 p.m., the Speaker in
the Chair.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE GOVERNOR GENERAL’S SPEECH
CONSIDERATION FURTHER POSTPONED

On the Order of the Day:

Consideration of His Excellency the Governor
General’s Speech on the opening of the First Session
of the Fifteenth Parliament.

Hon. Mr. LEWIS: 1 beg to move that this
Order be discharged and be placed upon the
Orders of the Day for to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

ATTENDANCE OF SENATORS
RULE 105A REPEALED

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND moved, by leave
of the Senate:

That Rule 105a of the Rules of the Senate be re-
pealed, and that Rules 24a and 23a be suspended in so
far as they relate to this motion.

He said: Honourable gentlemen will re-
member that a few years ago both branches of
Parliament enacted some new rules covering
the allowance paid to members of Parliament.
One of those rules provided that in order to
obtain the full indemnity a member had to
attend seventy-five per cent of the actual sit-
tings of the House. The House of Commons
found that that rule worked some hardship,
and rescinded it; we left it in our Rules and
Regulations. Inasmuch as the Senate may
be taking a somewhat lengthy adjournment,
as is usual soon after the opening of the
Session, and in view of the fact that when we
return, after sitting only one or two days,
we may be confronted with a situation
necessitating another long adjournment, this
rule would entail a great hardship upon the
members from the far East and the far West.
Therefore, not only for the present occasion,
but for all time, benefiting by the experience
of both Houses in this regard, I move, seconded
by the Hon. Mr. Ross of Middleton, the
Leader of the Liberal-Conservative Party in
this House, that the rule be rescinded.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned until to-morrow at
3 pam:
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THE SENATE

Friday, January 15, 1926.

The Senate met at 3 p.m., the Speaker in
the Chair.

Pravers and routine proceedings.

THE GOVERNOR GENERAL'S SPEECH
ADDRESS IN REPLY

The Senate proceeded to the consideration
of His Excellency the Governor General’s
Speech at the opening of the Session.

Hon. JOHN LEWIS moved:

That the following Address be presented to His Ex-
cellency the Governor General to offer the humble
thanks of this House to His Excellency for the gracious
Speech which he has been pleased to make to both
Houses of Parliament; namely:

To General His Excellency the Right Honourable
Julian Hedworth George, Baron Byng of Vimy,
General on the Retired List and in the Reserve
of Officers of the Army; Knight Grand Cross of
the Most Honourable Order of the Bath; Knight
Grand Cross of the Most Distinguished Order
of Saint Michael and Saint George; Member of
ihe Royal Victorian Order, Governor General and
Commander-in-Chief of the Dominion of Canada.

May it Please Your Excellency:

We, His Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects,
the Senate of Canada, in Parliament assembled, beg
leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Excellency for
the gracious Speech which Your Excellency has ad-
dressed to both Houses of Parliament.

He said: Honourable gentlemen, I have to
offer what is not an unusual apology for new
members, namely, that I shall be obliged
to consult my notes, to an extent which is
possibly not in accordance with the fixed rules
of this House; but I am accustomed to express
my opinions with my pen rather than with
my voice, and T can assure you that my effort
to speak without notes would be as painful
for you as for myself.

Necessarily we approach our task in a
manner somewhat different from those who
live the more strenuous life of the other
Chamber. It is not our business to make or
break Governments, to influence the fortunes
of parties, to look for partisan motives in the
Speech which it is our duty to examine. We
have simply to consider the various proposals
on their merits as subjects of legislation which
may come before us at a later day in a more
specific form.

The programme of legislation, as honour-
able gentlemen will perceive, is unusually full,
and I shall not oceupy your time in endeavour-
ing to deal with the whole of it in detail.

As to the tariff, the Speech declares that a
seneral increase would be detrimental to the
country’s continued prosperity and prejudicial

to national unity. It lays stress upon the
harmful influence of uncertainty in regard to
the tariff, and, as a means of preventing that,
it announces the appointment of an Advisory
Board to make careful study of the tariff.

The tariff has been a bone of contention
for nearly fifty years of confederated Canada,
at least since the time when the National
Policy, as it was called, was proposed. On
one side there was used occasionally language
pointing to free trade, and on the other
language pointing to high protection; but
when it came to a question of practical ad-
ministration, we find neither a Liberal Gov-
ernment giving us a free trade as it was in
England, nor a Conservative Government
giving us a high protection as it was in the
United States. It has been remarked that
the difference in the general percentage of
duties under Liberal and Conservative Gov-
ernments was not very great. That was due,
I think, not to any insincerity on either side,
but to the fact that successive ministers of
finance, Liberal and Conservative, found
themselves faced with practical difficulties
which in the freedom of opposition they had
not fully considered.

The percentage, however, does not te!ll the
whole story. A tariff is a highly complicated
structure composed of several thousand items,
and its influence upon industry depends
largely on the skillful or unskillful adjust-
ment of details and the relation of one duty
to another. For that reason it seems to be
a proper subject for the study of such an
Advisory Board as is promised in the Speech.
It is upon that ground alone that the proposal
appea’'s to me. The control of the tariff
should always be in the House of Commons,
and the function of the Board should be
simply information and advice. There has
never been, apart from the excellent depart-
mental reports, of which I think we have not
fully availed ourselves, any attempt at a sys-
tematic and continuous observation of indus-
trial conditions and the relation of tariffs
thereto, or any attempt to use these observa-
tions in a scientific way. Ministers of Finance
have been largely influenced by interested
persons asking for tariff favours. Members
of Parliament, in discussing the tariff, have
been ob'iged to depend upon facts, or alleged
facts. gathered in a somewhat haphazard way.
It is not proposed, as I understand, that the
Advisory Board shall usurp the powers of the
Government or the House of Commons, but
that it shall furnish a body of well-arranged
and marshalled information.

Now, as to the course which ought to be
pursued when these facts are available, I will
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state my own opinion. [ believe that as long
as a protective tariff is maintained, whether
high or low, the protected manufacturer ought
to be regarded as a trustee, and held to a
strict performance of the trust. The condi-
tions are that he shall make and sell good
articles at a moderate price and pay fair
wages—in other words, that there shall be no
profiteering and no sweating. I lay stress on
the latter point because I regard the producer
as more important than the product, because
there is no benefit to the country in a mere
numerical increase of the working population
without a high standard of living.

A third condition is that the tariff shall be
moderate, because in that way only can we
ensure stability and national unity. We have
two provinces, Ontario and Quebec, which are
highly industrialized, and in which a move-
ment for a high tariff might meet with success.
We have, on one side of them, the Maritime
Provinces, where the complaint is made that
the existing tariff is too high, that the Mari-
time people bear its burdens and receive no
proportionate share of its advantages. You
have on the other side the Prairie Provinces
in which the prevailing opinion is for a lower
rather than a higher tariff. You want a united
Canada. You must seek to reconcile these
differences.

When the tariff of 1879 was introduced it
was called a National Policy. It was an ex-
cellent name; and if it does not accurately
describe the tariff which was then introduced
or succeeding tariffs, it does, in my opinion,
describe the tariff which we ought to have.
It ought to be truly national, and it ought
to be adapted to the Canada of 1926, not to
the Canada of 1879. The difference, I need
hardly say, lies in the new Canada that has
arisen West of Ontario since that time. In
1879 the Prairie West was negligible as to
popu'ation and negligible as to production.
To-day it has a population of about two mil-
lions, and it is one of the famous granaries
of the world. The Western point of view differs
from ours, and to reconcile the two is a real
problem of statesmanship. Some years ago
statesmanship was required to prevent a cleav-
age on racial and religious lines between On-
tario and Quebec. Happily, owing to the
wisdom of our statesmen and the good sense
of Canadians, that difficulty has been over-
come, or at least has disappeared for a time.
Our task is to prevent a cleavage on economic
lines between East and West, or, to speak
more accurate'y, between the highly indus-
trialized Provinces of Ontario and Quebec on
the one hand and the Mharitime Provinces and
the Prairie West on the other.

Hon, Mr. LEWIS.

The same motive of promoting national
unity lies behind those parts of the Speech
in which other concessions are made to the
Maritime Provinces and to the West, includ-
ing rural credits and completion of the Hud-
son Bay Railway for the West, and, for the
East, an effort to encourage the movement
of grain to Canadian ports, and a commission
to enquire into the grievances of the Maritime
Provinces. I am aware that the charge may
be made that these are concessions made
merely for political support. But they arise
out of conditions which must be faced by any
party undertaking to govern Canada. They
are among the inherent difficulties of adminis-
tering the affairs of a large and sparsely
populated country. I prefer to assume thai
any support given to them by any party is
sincere, and I propose to consider them on
their merits, and without imputing wrong
motives to any party.

Three paragraphs in the Speech relate to
the subject of immigration. Everyone agrees
that the crying need of the country is more
population. It is speaking well within the
bounds of moderation to say that we have
here territory and resources capable of main-
taining a hundred million people, instead of
less than nine million. In the Speech it is
intimated that special efforts will be made
to encourage settlement on the land. Above
all things we need in our new population the
pioneer spirit which animated the settlers of
Upper and Lower Canada in the old days.
Those early settlers, under conditions far
harder than ours, struck out into the wilder-
ness and laid the foundations of the Canada
which we enjoy to-day. We need. above all.
in both urban and rural immigration, the re-
sourceful man, the kind of man who is not
only willing to work, but capable of finding
work for himself; and if we can find such
men, I should not ask too many questions as
to the part of Europe from which they come.

We need in this country a more assertive
Canadian spirit. Canadians have done great
things, but they are a little disposed to be too
modest about their own achievements. We
hear a great deal about the danger of Ameri-
canization. The safeguard against that is not
anti-American prejudice, but a stronger, more
distinetive and more assertive Canadianism.
As grown men and women we ought to feel
confident in our own ability to judge what
is good and what is bad in American customs
and ideas, and to reject or assimilate or
modify them according to our own judgment.

Such is my own faith in Canada and Cana-
dians that T have no fear as to the outcome
of the unusual political situation with which
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we are now confronted. I bear in mind Long-
fellow’s famous invocation to the Ship of
State, and particularly what he said as to
the dangers of the voyage:

Fear not each sudden sound and shock:

‘Tis of the wave, and not the rock;

‘Tis but the flapping of the sail,

And not a rent made by the gale.

Many greater difficulties have been over-
come, and we need have no fears for the
future if, without regard to differences of
party, race or creed, we work together for
Canada, for the country which has done so
much - for us and to which we owe so great
a debt of love and service,

Hon. P. E. LESSARD (Translation): Mr.
Speaker and honourable gentlemen, before
commenting briefly upon the Speech from the
Throne, may I express on behalf of my
colleagues our satisfaction at having in the
Speaker’s Chair a gentleman who performed
the same funetion in the last Parliament, and
who, by his dignity, his judgment, his im-
partiality, and his profound knowledge of
parliamentary law and practice, won the
admiration and approval of the Senate and
of all who are interested in public affairs.
We are pleased to have as Speaker a man
so distinguished, and we trust that he will be
retained as head of the Senate for a long
time to come.

The Speech from the Throne recalls to us
the great honour conferred upon Canada when
the representatives of 55 nations, the most
illustrious diplomats in the world to-day,
united in a common desire to maintain peace
among the nations of the earth, appointed as
their President a Canadian statesman; and
the Senate has a right to be especially proud
of the choice, for that statesman is the hon-
ourable Leader of the Government in this
Chamber.

My humble congratulations can add noth-
.ing to the renown of my honourable Leader.
Will he allow me only to tell him that those
who sit beside him here recognize in the
honours which he has gathered for himself
and his countrymen the result of work done
in carrying out the principles of a patriotic
school of which he was a pupil and one of
the most brilliant defenders—a school whose
traditions he guards intact—that school of Sir
Wilfrid Laurier. All my honourable colleagues
who have seen him at work in this Chamber
—and I do not hesitate to appeal also to the
honourable gentlemen on the left—admire his
eloquence, his tact, his courage, his courtesy,
and his great activity. Those who have read
the newspapers know the important part he

played in the discussions of the League of
Nations. In Europe as well as in Canada he
has attracted admiration, and I am sure it
arouses among the honourable members of
this House a feeling of legitimate pride to
mention the honour conferred upon our
colleague by the representatives of the
nations. To give utterance to your thought I
would say, Long live our Canadian “Loubet”!

Since last Session, by the death of Sir
James Lougheed, the province in which I live
has lost one of its most illustrious citizens,
Canada one of its most devoted sons, the
Senate one of its most enlightened counsellors,
and His Majesty’s loyal Opposition in this
House a loved and revered leader. Voices
more authoritative than mine will pay to his
memory the homage it deserves.

The new Leader of the Opposition is a
legislator whose reputation extends to all parts
of Canada. I join with my honourable
colleagues in congratulating him on having
been chosen to direct the forces of the left,
and I have no doubt the duties entrusted to
him will be fulfilled with all the ability for
which he is noted. It is, I am sure, the
desire of all my colleagues on the right that
he may be Leader of the Opposition in this
Chamber for many years to come.

The Speech of His Excellency informs us
that a resolution will be transmitted to His
Majesty, tendering to him the condolence of
the Parliament and people of Canada on the
death of Queen Alexandra. That good Queen
had won the affection of all citizens of the
Empire, who will always remember her happy
influence and co-operation in the work of the
Peacemaker King.

The Government cannot be accused of
failure to incorporate in the Speech from the
Throne an elaborate programme to promote
the interests of the country. Never in the
history of our Confederation has a more
explicit policy been announced at the open-
ing of a Session of Parliament. What, then,
is contained in the Speech from the Throne?
What does it announce?

After outlining the prosperous condition of
the country, the increase in production and
the expansion of our trade, it announces—
what we had been long awaiting—a reduction
in taxation. The Canadian people will receive
this news with joy. By means of the
periodical publication of a statement of
account showing in clear and simple form
where the revenues have been obtained and
how they have been used, the taxpayer will
be able to keep informed on the administra-
tion, and his confidence in the future will
grow with his interest in the state of our




14 SENATE

public affairs and with each of the reductions
which the Government will from time to time
be able to make.

The policy announced by the Government
on the subject of immigration is a further
source of gratification. The greater advan-
tages that Canada will offer to immigrants
cannot but stimulate the efforts of our agents
and induce agriculturists in other countries
to come and avail themselves of the incom-
parable richness of our soil. It is agricul-
turists that we need. There is room in this
country for millions of farmers. Our fertile
lands await them and will repay them
generously for their labour. In Alberta we
have more than 100 million acres of arable
land, of which only 11 million acres are
cultivated. Is it conceivable that human
beings, white men, should toil as they do in
certain parts of the globe without being able
to put by enough to appease the hunger of
their families, while here in Canada Mother
Earth, in return for their physical effort,
offers them abundance and even wealth? We
have often heard it said, even by our farmers:
“We have enough agriculturists: what we
require now are industries which will provide
a home market for agricultural products.”
People who speak thus are egotists who care
little for the future of this country. More
than all else we mneed tillers of the soil,
farmers who will constitute a home market
for the absorption of manufactured goods.
The more solidly this market is established,
the more prosperous: will be our industries.
Our manufacturers must find their sustenance
in the country itself before thinking of
exporting their surplus goods, and this basis
of support is provided by the consumers who
till the soil or are engaged in the development
of our other natural resources. I say, there-
fore, with the deepest conviction, that if we
would become a prosperous nation we must
in the first place encourage immigration and
the placing of settlers on the land.

We have for many years deplored the
exodus of large numbers of our people who
have gone to the neighbouring Republic.
This movement was quite natural. The
disturbances and the economic movements of
a great country are like the flow and ebb of
the tide in their effect on the lesser popula-
tion of an adjoining country. It was inevit-
able that after the war a great nation, possess-
ing the largest share of the world’s capital,
should, like a huge magnet, attract the people
of our country, the only country not protected
from its influence. But we also have a
magnet, which is bound to help in the
repatriation of Canadians: it is the fertility
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of our soil. That, however, is not sufficient.
We must still make sacrifices to bring back
our Canadians from abroad. If it costs twice
as much to bring back a Canadian as to bring
in an immigrant from a foreign country, let
us make the expenditure without hesitation.
We shall ultimately save by so doing, for we
know it will not be necessary to make any
further outlay in order to Canadianize the
repatriated Canadian, as we should have to
do in the case of the foreigner. We must
make sacrifices also to develop as much as
possible our basic industry, agriculture. If
agriculture is prosperous other industries will
soon be in a similar condition. The settler
and the farmer must feel contented in
Canada. The best colonization agent that
the country can possess is the settler who
writes to his relations and friends: “I am
settled in Canada and am quite contented
here.” Now, the Government has announced
that it will submit to Parliament several
measures to improve the condition of our
farmers. These projects should all recive our
cordial support.

One of these measures will provide for the
establishment of rural credits. This subject
has been discussed in the Senate at previous
Sessions and I am sure that we shall give
it careful and favourable consideration. It is
also for the purpose of assisting the agri-
cultural class that an Advisory Board will be
formed to study the possibilities of revising
the Customs Tariff with a view to lightening
the burden of duties imposed on instruments
of production. Our farmers will benefit fur-
ther by the opening of new markets for their
products through the commercial treaties
arranged with other British Dominions.

There are two points in the Speech from
the Throne which interest more especially the
people of Western Canada. The first is that
which concerns the completion of the Hudson
Bay Railway. A special committee of the
Senate some years ago studied this question
thoroughly and recommended the completion
of that line. It is to be hoped, therefore,
that when this project is submitted to us it will
receive the support of all who recommended
it in the past.

The second measure is that which is in-
tended to give to the Province of Alberta
the ownership and administration of its
natural resources. For a long time my prov-
ince has claimed its rights in this respect.
Our resources are almost inexhaustible. My
predecessor, Hon. Jean L. C6té, whose un-
timely death we all regret, and who never
lost an opportunity to work for the welfare
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of Alberta, gave you, last year, a detailed
account of the riches of that province. It is
sufficient for me to recall to your mind what
he said about our coal mines, perhaps the
greatest in the world, our immense asphalt
deposits, our oil wells, natural gas and forest
reserves, and all the possibilities of developing
this natural wealth to make of our province
one of the most important in the Dominion.
I adopt his words and ask you to give to this
measure, when it is presented, the most
sympathetic and most careful consideration.

I must not resume my seat without con-
gratulating most heartily the honourable
Senator who has so eloquently moved the
Address in reply to the Speech from the
Throne. I have much pleasure in seconding
his motion.

Hon. W. B. ROSS: Honourable gentlemen,
it is in order, I think, that on behalf of this
side of the House I should extend our good
wishes and congratulations to the honourable
Senators who have become members of this
House this Session. They constitute a great
importation of new and good blood, and when
I look at them I am quite satisfied that this
House shows no sign of decline, but, on the
contrary, exhibits every evidence of renewed
strength and vigour, not only for the discharge
of the ordinary duties of the House but of the
work of this country. We on this side of the
House welcome those gentlemen.

Tt is also my pleasing duty to congratulate
the mover (Hon. Mr. Lewis) and the seconder
(Hon. Mr. Lessard) upon the speeches that
they have just delivered to us; but I must say
that the speech of the mover of the Address
was much plainer to me than the speech
delivered by the gentleman who seconded it.
I have no doubt however that in due time I
shall be able to abstract from the latter a
good deal of the wisdom it contains. I am
not going to criticize anything that the hon~
ourable gentlemen have said, and in a moment
I will explain why.

Passing to the Speech proper, there is one
matter which it contains that concerns us all,
and on which we can all speak, no matter on
which side of the House we may sit. His
Majesty the King has suffered lately a great
bereavement in the loss of his mother. For
years she was an honoured Princess in
England, and then a Royal Queen, beloved and
respected not only by British citizens at home
but by people in all parts of the Empire—I
might almost say in all parts of the world.
It is beyond controversy that she was a good
woman, which, perhaps is a greater title than
any of the others I have mentioned, and I
think it is fitting that we should all join

in expressing our sincere sorrow and in ex-
tending our sympathy to His Majesty the
King in his great loss.

Another matter to which I would refer is
the fact that we have in our midst a member
of this House who has been the subject of a
great and unique honour during the past year.
I wish for myself to extend to the Leader of
the Government in this House my unalloyed
and heartfelt congratulations upon the great
honour that has been conferred on him by the
offer of the presidency of the Assembly of
the League of Nations, an office which he has,
I think wisely, accepted, and the duties of
which I have no doubt he will discharge cap-
ably. There are gentlemen in this House who
understand the machinery and the mech-
anism of the constitution of the League of
Nations better than T do, although I think that
I have a general knowledge of it and an
appreciation of the greatness of that in-
stitution and of what it means to be made
the president. I have no hesitation at all in
saying that the honour so conferred on the
Leader of this House is one in which this
House shares. I think we can truly say
that the House is honoured by the choice of
the Leader of the Government here for that
high position. It is an honour to my hon-
ourable friend’s native province, it is an hon-
our to the Dominion of Canada, and I have
no doubt that he will long live to occupy an
important position and to play an important
part, as he already has done, in the workings
of the League of Nations, whether as president
or in some other capacity. I extend to him
what I know to be the unfeigned feeling of
satisfaction of this side of the House.

Leaving this subject and passing to the
Speech proper, there are one or two things
to be said. In the other House the Address
in Reply to the Speech from the Throne is
a critical thing, it is one of those things upon
which governments come and governments go
While it is not altogether correct to say that
the adoption of the Speech from the Throne
by this House is a formal thing, it is not of
the same importance as its adoption by the
other House. The Speech from the Throne
is the method by which we receive the message
from His Excellency, for which we loyally
return our thanks; and it is a well-known fact
that if we were to vote down the Address in
Reply to the Speech from the Throne, our
action would not affect the government of
the day in the least, and that it would con-
tinue in office as if we had passed no such
motion.

A peculiar situation exists in the other
branch of Parliament, and I think my hon-
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ourable friend opposite is to be commended
for the motion he made a few days ago to
postpone the consideration of the Address in
Reply until the situation became somewhat
clearer and calmer, and when we might deal
with it without being suspected in any way
of interfering in what was going on in the
other House or of doing anything that could
be interpreted as an attempt to influence
matters in the other House. I do not think
that situation has quite cleared up yet, and
I and the honourable gentlemen behind me
feel that for the present we should not ask
for a division of the House on this question,
or propose an amendment to the motion. We
are inclined to let the motion pass; but, so
far as we are concerned, it must pass with the
distinct understanding that we do not acquiesce
in the statements contained in the Speech
from the Throne and that when any of the
measures mentioned in it come to this House
we will not feel bound to refrain from acting
in a perfectly free and independent manner.
Taking that position, for the present we sus-
pend and postpone all discussion upon the
Speech from the Throne apart from what I
have already mentioned. If we were to pro-
ceed to discuss it, we would be discussing only
general propositions, perhaps in an instructive
way to some extent, but at the same time in
an academic way; and until we get the specific
Bills from the other House, outlining what is
proposed with regard to rural credits or the
Hudson Bay railway and so on, it is im-
possible for us to pronounce judgment upon
those matters. Therefore we agree to allow
this motion to pass without a vote, with the
qualification that our -action in that respect
must have no influence upon the course which
we will take with regard to any of those
measures,

I think that is praectically all I can say to
define our position upon the Address in Reply
to the Speech from the Throne.

Hon. R. DANDURAND: Honourable gen-
tlemen, T desire to congratulate the mover
(Hon. Mr. Lewis), the seconder (Hon. Mr.
Lessard), and the official critic (Hon. W. B.
Ross), if T may so eall my honourable friend
who has just taken his seat, upon the speeches
which they have delivered.

I always enjoy listening to a journalist
speaking on public affairs. The mover of this
Address is a journalist of distinetion and of
long experience. Not only has he had a
brilliant career in the editing of important
newspapers. but he has written, among other
things, a life of George Brown, for the
“Makers of Canada,” which is now, and which
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will more and more become, a standard work
dealing with an important part of the political
life of Canada. Journalists are particularly
well equipped for parliamentary life. They
have a large knowledge of matters of public
concern; they view events daily from all
angles; and, if they were not otherwise apt
to do so, the eriticisms which they meet daily
would familiarize them with the different angles
from which a matter can be studied and
presented. A journalist must of necessity
treat questions concisely, and with logic and
clarity. We have just had a very good example
of that from the honourable gentleman whom
we welcome into this Chamber from the city
of Toronto.

The seconder of the motion, who comes to
us from Edmonton, has had considerable ex-
perience in public affairs, having been a mem-
ber of the Legislature and of the Executive
of his province. He has given us his views as
to the requirements of his province, the rich-
ness of its soil, and the importance of settling
thousands of people upon that soil to make
a good living and become prosperous. I am
sure we shall benefit from the experience that
the honourable gentleman brings to this House
and from the knowledge that he possesses of
conditions in his own province. His associa-
tion with the West has been a long one, and
his presence here will but add to the brilliancy
of the delegation from the Western Provinces
that sits in this Chamber.

The Speech from the Throne expresses
Canada’s regret at the demise of the good
Queen Alexandra, the mother of His Majesty
the King. I well remember on one occasion
passing a day, a brilliant sunny day, in the
old city of London, when a flower campaign
was taking place in aid of hospital work, a
work which was near the heart of Her Majesty.
At no other time have I witnessed such a
sympathetic atmosphere, such an evidence of
the affection of the people for that good
Queen. Tents were erected in many centres
of London, everybody carried her favorite
flower in their buttonhole, and the battle of
the flowers in some centres was most inter-
esting; and a very large sum of money was
gathered for the hospitals in which Her
Majesty was so much interested. I realized
on that ocecasion that she enjoyed the deep
affection of her people in London, as well as
elsewhere; and from that contact with the
population in whose midst she lived, I have
retained a great admiration for the woman
who could win the hearts of those millions of
people at the centre of the British Empire.

My honourable friend has been kind enough
to express his congratulations upon the honour
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which has been conferred on my humble self
in being called to the presidency of the League
of Nations. I may say that I really felt that
that moment was a most important one in
my life, when the representatives of some fifty
nations mounted the rostrum and solemnly
deposited their votes, not perhaps so much
for myself as for the country which I had the
very great honour of representing. Let me
add that I prized that honour all the more
because I felt that it was shared by all my
compatriots.

On the matters which are contained in the
Speech from the Throne, I will be as brief
as my honourable friend opposite. (Hon. W.
B. Ross). All the matters which are con-
tained in that Speech will come to this
Chamber in concrete form. We have only
the announcement of general policy, and the
Senate will have to take the legislation as
it comes from the Commons, apply its best
attention to the various matters involved
therein, and decide with absolute independence
every question that reaches this House.

The Speech from the Throne, when an
Address is presented in answer to it, has not
the same importance, in this Chamber as in
the other. I take it for granted that we
simply follow an old tradition by which the
House of Lords thanks His Majesty for his
gracious Speech. It is but a tradition with
this Chamber, because it does not bind us to
the policy or policies that are mentioned in
the Speech from the Throne. As the matters
come before us, individually and separately,
we treat them and decide upon them.

As we are meeting at the time of the year
when congratulations are extended, and good
wishes to our friends are expressed, I think it
is in order that we should extend our con-
gratulations and good wishes to all our fellow-
Canadians. We should indeed be proud of
our people. I have travelled through Europe,
having crossed seven or eight countries before
returning to my home, and nowhere have I
seen a better country in which to live than
Canada, or a more contented people. Can-
adians are hardworking and thrifty. T had
intended tc speak of the expanding trade of
our country, but I may simply summarize it
in a word. In the matter of exports Canada
to-day stands second per capita, in the list
of economic activities of all the nations. This
fact affords sufficient reason to express our ad-
miration for the work of our people in field
and shop. We have expanded in all the
natural resources—in the forest, in fisheries,
in the mines, as well as in agriculture. In
analyzing our exports it is interesting to find
that our industries have done their fair and
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large share. On the whole, I think we should
be optimistic, and I know that if our people
continue, as they will, to labour seriously,
day in and day out, they will work out our
salvation, We have difficult problems, but
we will face them like men.

The Senate did its share last year in in-
vestigating one special matter which engrossed,
and must continue to engross, our attention.
I am sure the Senate of Canada will continue
to do its part, and contribute its share of
wisdom in steering the ship of state into safe
and proper channels.

Right Hon. Sir GEORGE E. FOSTER:
Honourable gentlemen, after the statements
which have been made by the Leader of the
Opposition (Hon. W. B. Ross) and my hon-
ourable friend who has just taken his seat,
it is not my intention to undertake a discussion
of the various paragraphs in the Speech from
the Throne; but there are two or three things
in which I wish to associate myself with those
who have spoken.

In the first place, I wish to congratulate
my two honourable colleagues, who are new
to this House, though not at all new to work
for Canada in their own special lines in their
localities so widely distant from each other
in .this country of vast dimensions. I am not
golng to utter a single word of criticism, but
if they will allow me the privilege of an older
man in reference to novices in this Chamber,
I might just say that while I was pleased to
listen to the speeches they made as read, I
would have been more pleased if they had dis-
pensed with the manuseript, and spoken as
man to man, as I am quite sure they are able
to do, and will hereafter do. After all, either
of those gentlemen could stand right up and
talk to anyone eloquently and strongly, and
express his views clearly. Well, an audience
is merely one man multiplied by twenty,
thirty, forty or fifty, and it would not be at
all difficult, if they made up their minds, to
speak effectively without manuseript.

I want to associate myself with those who
have extended a welcome to the newcomers
in this Chamber. Some of them were old col-
leagues of my own in another House, where
the atmosphere was not always so calm as it
is reputed to be, and I think really is, in this
Chamber. I am quite sure that the very
moment they took their seats in this Cham-
ber the atmosphere brightened and lightened,
and they looked upon the men opposite them
as brothers in a common cause, in a place
where prejudices and partizanship are soft-
ened, if not entirely eliminated.  Perhaps
nothing has struck me so strongly, in my
change from the other House to this one, than
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to note the extremely non-partisan way in
which members on both sides of the House
approach the questions that are presented to
them in the different Committees, and work
together, as I am bound to say, with only
the primary idea of getting at the very best
that is possible for the good of the country
in the various measures which are placed be-
fore them. That same remark applies to the
business in this Chamber after we come from
Committees. Now and then a little of the
old flames flares up in some of my honourable
friends opposite—not in any on this of the
House—and gives us a reminiscence of the
days when the fight was brisker and the com-
petition a little more keen than it is in this
Chamber.

I desire also to associate myself with those
who have made sympathétic reference to the
death of the Queen Dowager. It just struck
me, and I do not think had struck me in that
way before, as really a wonderful thing that
the life of two women has spread over a
century of this Empire of ours: 1817, 1837,
1926 mark about a century during which the
lives of two Queens have most intimately
affected this whole British Empire. The in-
fluence of those two women has been wonder-
ful indeed. Sometimes quite invisible, some-
times quite apparent, are the links and ties
that bind a people to the Crown, and that
bind the people under one Crown to each
other. I challenge the thought as to whether
there has been any influence in the British
Empire within the last century which has
gone down deeper into the homes of individual
subjects and citizens of the Empire of Great
Britain than the queenly, womanly and pure
qualities of those two women whose lives span
a century of our progress and a century of
our best development.

As regards other references to the Speech
before us, I have none to make except to
join myself with the leader of the Opposition
in congratulations to the leader of this House
(Hon, Mr. Dandurand) on the honour which
was conferred upon him, conferred upon this
Senate, conferred on Canada, and conferred
on the Empire as a whole, by the high
position which was accorded him at Geneva.
It is one thing, and rather a high thing, to
take the presiding position of influence where
there are 90 individuals whose tendencies,
thoughts, prejudices, wishes and desires are
to be consulted, more or less; but one gets
away into quite another atmosphere, and a
higher one, when one has to preside over an
assembly of delegates from 55 countries of
the world—old countries that have existed in
their civilization and culture for thousands
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of years; young countries which, so to speak,
are just in the making; and where there is
an immense variety of creeds, languages.
religions, and all that. An Assembly of that
kind strikes one more forcibly than is possible
in any other way as exhibiting what the
brotherhood of humanity really means. My
honourable friend enjoyed the distinction of
being president of an assembly of that kind,
unique in the history of the whole world.
No man before him from our own Dominion
ever enjoyed an opportunity of that kind, and
I congratulate him not only on the honour
thus accorded him, but on the ability with
which he filled the position; for, though I
was not present, I have corresponded with
and have seen men who were there, and I
know that my honourable friend was not a
single whit behind any of the distinguished
men who during the six years of that As-
sembly’s life have had that honour conferred
upon them. T hope, indeed I know, that
though he was an ardent advocate of the
League and its aims and purposes before that
unique experience, he will be still more ardent
and strong in advocacy of that great enginery
of possible peace and possible immunity from
war which has been reared into a superstruc-
ture of wonderful brilliancy and wonderful
prestige within its short lifetime of six years.

The motion for the Address was agreed to.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE SENATE

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I desire to
move, with the leave of the House, that when
the Senate adjourns this afternoon it stands
adjourned until Tuesday, the 16th day of
February next, at 3 o’clock in the afternoon.

By tradition, this is what we generally do
at the opening of the House when we know
that no business will reach us before the date
fixed for reassembling, Circumstances may be
such that on our return here on that date
we may find ourselves without any work;
and, if the conditions warrant a second ad-
journment, I shall find a way to inform the
honourable members of the Senate who are
at a distance that we shall simply meet and
again adjourn,

Hon. W. B. ROSS: And that will govern
not only the sittings of the House, but also
the sittings of committees, unless, like the
Divorce Committee, they get special leave
to proceed?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Yes. I was
about to ask the Chairman of the Divorce
Committee if he thought it would be necessary
to have his Committee meet during the recess.
If so, he might move for leave.
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Hon. Mr. WATSON: He has permission
now.

Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY: I think that
the motion passed to-day empowers us to
meet whether the Senate is convened or not,
and that we can sit even while a sitting of the
House is taking place. We do intend, as
a matter of fact, to sit at some time during
the adjournment.

Hon. W. B. ROSS: It is understood, then,
that if there is an adjournment none of the
larger committees, except any that has special
leave now, will sit?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Yes, that is
understood

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned
February 16, at 3 p.m.

until Tuesday,

THE SENATE

Tuesday, February 16, 1926.

The Senate met at 3 p.m. the Speaker
in the Chair.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

CLERKS ASSISTANT TO THE SENATE
EXEMPTION FROM CIVIL SERVICE ACT

The Hon. the SPEAKER presented a
report from the Civil Service Commission
exempting from the operation of the Civil
Service Act the positions of First Clerk
Assistant and Second Clerk Assistant to the
Senate.

DEMISE OF QUEEN ALEXANDRA
JOINT RESOLUTION

A message was received from the House
of Commons informing the Senate that the
Commons had passed an Address to His
Most Excellent Majesty the King, expressing
the deep regret and heartfelt sorrow of the
House at the demise of Her Majesty the late
Queen Mother Alexandra, and requesting Their
Honours to unite with the House of Commons
in the same Address.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND moved:

That the Senate doth agree with the House of
Commons in the said Address and do fill in the
blank space therein with the words ‘‘Senate and.”

He said: Honourable gentlemen, the

Address which comes to us reads as follows:

We, Your Majesty’s dutiful and loyal subjects, the

the House of Commons of Canada, in

Parliament assembled, approach Your Majesty with
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the expression of our deep and heartfelt sorrow at the
demise of Her Majesty the Queen Mother.

We deplore the loss of Queen Alexandra, whose
manifold and exalted virtues have for three genera-
tions commanded the respect and admiration of the
world, and there has come to each of us a sense
of personal bereavement which, we say it with all
possible respect and duty, makes Your Majesty’s
SOI'TOW our own.

We pray that the God of consolation may comfort
Your Majesty and the members of the Royal Family
in their affliction, and that Your Majesty may be
long spared as the Sovereign of this great Empire.

This resolution is before us for confirmation.
We all, I am sure, join in the expression of
sorrow contained in it. We voiced our feel-
ings in this respect when, at the opening of
Parliament, in discussing the Address in reply
to the Speech from the Throne, we spoke of
the demise of Her Majesty the Queen
Mother. I do not know that I can add
anything to the words we uttered then. I
am sure that there was in the hearts of all
Canadians a deep affection for a Queen who
reigned with such dignity and in so lovable
a manner as did the Queen Mother who has
departed.

Hon. W. B. ROSS: Honourable gentlemen,
at an earlier date in the Session I expressed
on behalf of honourable members on this side
of the House our sorrow at the death of the
Queen Mother. There is nothing to add to
what I said then, but I desire to associate
myself with the remarks of the honourable
leader on the other side, and I am sure that
we all join in what he has said.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND moved:

That the Hon. the Speaker do sign the said Address
on behalf of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND moved:

That a Message be sent to the House of Commons
to acquaint that House that the Senate hath agreed
to the said Address to His Most Excellent Majesty
the King, and hath filled in the blank space therein
with the words ‘‘Senate and.”

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND moved:-

That a humble Address be presented to His
Excellency the Right Honourable Julian Hedworth
George, Baron Byng of Vimy; General on the Retired
List and in the Reserve of Officers of the Army;
Knight Grand Cross of the Most Honourable Order
of the Bath; Xnight Grand Cross of the Most
Distinguished Order of Saint Michael and Saint
George; Member of the Royal Vietorian Order;
Governor General and Commander-in-Chief of the
Dominion of Canada: May it please Your Excellency :
We, the Senate and of Canada, in
Parliament assembled, have agreed to an Address to
His Most Excellent Majesty the King expressing our
deep and heartfelt sorrow at the demise of Her
Majesty the Queen Mother, and respectfully request



20 SENATE

Your Excellency will be pleased to transmit the said
Address in such a way as Your Excellency may see
fit, in order that it may be laid at the foot of the
Throne.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND moved:

That the Hon. the Speaker do sign the said Address
on behalf of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND moved:

That a message be sent to the House of Commons
to acquaint that House that the Senate hath passed
this Address, to which they desire their concurrence.

The motion was agreed to.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE SENATE

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Honourable
gentlemen, there is nothing on the Order
Paper that we could take up to-day. I
stated, on moving the adjournment of the
House to this day, that if no measure was
forthcoming, either from the House of
Commons or from the Government, it would
be my duty to ask for an extension of the
adjournment which I then moved. Nothing
has come during recess from the other House,
and I am informed that the measures to be
laid before Parliament are mostly mentioned
in the Speech from the Throne or have been
announced by the leader of the Government
in the other House. I am further informed
that these measures, some of which contain
money clauses and appertain specially to the
other House, will all be presented in the
Commons. Therefore the legislation which
will be submitted to Parliament will come
to His Honour the Speaker by Message from
the other Chamber.

This House must note also the fact that
the House of Commons has decided, upon
voting the Address, to adjourn to the 15th
of March.

Under these circumstances I do not hesitate
to take the responsibility of moving:

That when the Senate adjourns to-day it do stand
adjourned to Tuesday, the 6th of April, at 8 p.m.

The motion was agreed to.

INQUIRY FOR PAPERS

Hon. G. D. ROBERTSON: Honourable
gentlemen, if I am in order I would like to
call the attention of my honourable friend
the leader of the Government to the fact
that a rather important public inquiry is
proceeding at the present time and reports
of it are published daily, but for some reason
the members of this House are not receiving
copies of the report. There are probably a

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

number of honourable Senators who would
like to keep fully informed of the facts as
they are shown, and I feel that it would be
quite proper to supply honourable members
of this House with copies of the report
published and distributed daily to members
of the other branch of Parliament. May I
suggest to my honourable friend the leader of
the Government that if this could be
arranged a number of honourable gentlemen
in this House would appreciate it.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I understand
that a similar request was made by the other
House when a Senate inquiry was proceeding
last Session and that we provided the mem-
bers of the other House with copies of our
report. I take it for granted that this sort
of thing is done on the simple request of
one Chamber to the other, and I will ask
the Clerk of the Senate to see the authorities
of the other Chamber, in order that what-
ever printed reports are distributed, daily or
otherwise, with respect to the inquiry, may be
made available to the honourable members
of this Chamber.

The Senate adjourned until Tuesday, the
6th of April, at 8 p.m.

THE SENATE

Tuesday, April 6, 1926.

The Senate met at 8 p.m., the Speaker in
the Chair.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE GOVERNOR GENERAL’S SPEECH
THANKS OF HIS EXCELLENCY

The Hon. the SPEAKER presented a Mes-
sage from His Excellency the Governor Gen-
eral thanking the Senate for the Address in
Reply to the Speech from the Throne.

DEMISE OF QUEEN ALEXANDRA
MESSAGE FROM THE GOVERNOR GENERAL

The Hon. the SPEAKER presented a Mes-
sage from His Excellency the Governor Gen-
eral thanking the Senate for the Address
expressing its deep regret and heartfelt sorrow
at the demise of Her Majesty the late Queen
Mother Alexandra, and stating that the said
Address has been forwarded to the Secretary
of State for Dominion Affairs in order that it
may be duly laid at the foot of the Throne.
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APPOINTMENT OF EXCISE AND
CUSTOMS OFFICIALS

INQUIRY

Hon. Mr. BLACK inquired of the Govern-
ment:

1. How many Preventive Officers, or other officials,
have been appointed in Excise Department, by the
Minister of Customs, or his Department, independent
of and without reference to the Civil Service Commis-
sion, since 1st January, 1925, up to this date?

2. What is the total amount salaries paid to such
officials ?

3. Have the services of any of such appointees been
used in the Department at Ottawa? If so, how many
and what is the total amount of salaries paid to such

appointees ?

Hon.. Mr. BLACK made a similar inquiry
respecting appointment of Preventive Officers,
or other officials, in the Customs Department.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: No distinction
is made between Customs and Excise Officers.

1. 107 Customs and Excise Officers, of
whom 33 are in receipt of $200 or less per
annum.

2. $100,237.

3. Yes; 4; $4,080.

APPROPRIATION BILL NO. 1
FIRST READING

Bill 14, an Act for granting to His Majesty
a certain sum of money for the public service
of the financial year ending the 31st March,
1927.—Hon. Mr. Dandurand.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Honourable
gentlemen, this Bill asks Parliament to grant
to His Majesty a sum equal to one-twelfth of
the whole Supply. The fiscal year having
ended on the 31st March last, this Bill, if
passed, will enable the Government to main-
tain the various services and to carry on the
Government of His Majesty. The Bill is in
the usual form. The items contained in it
can all be taken up when the main Supply
Bill is before us. I do not know that there
is any special principle in this Bill which
makes it different from any other Supply Bill.
Any of the items can still be discussed when
the main Supply Bill comes before us, and no
member will be prevented from expressing
his opinion of the Bill itself or of any detail
of the Bill. This is the customary one-twelfth
for  carrying on the affairs of the country.

With the leave of the House I beg to move
the second reading of the Bill.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL: What does it amount
to?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: $15,934,291.06.

Hon. W. B. ROSS: Honourable gentlemen,
I think this is the usual interim Supply Bill

that has been coming up to this House prob-
ably ever since Confederation, or very shortly
after, under both Liberal and Conservative
Governments. The Bill got its third reading
in the other House on the 26th of March,
when statements were made there by Sir
Henry Drayton and by Mr. Robb as to the
effect of the Bill. Both these statements have
to be taken together, because they are inter-
locked. As I understand it, in passing this
Bill nobody is bound to any item in the Main
Estimates, neither does the Bill advance any
item in the slightest degree. This is merely
a credit of $15,000,000 against a very much
larger sum. As there are some new members
here, I think it is just as well that they
should clearly understand that we are not
committed in the slightest degree to any item
in the Bill, or to express an opinion or to
give a vote either for or against it in time
to come. If the Leader of the Government
presents the Bill in that sense, I am perfectly
content to assent to the second reading.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I think the
honourable gentleman has fairly stated, though
perhaps in better form than I could do it, my
own thought. Of course, we have our limita-
tions in dealing with this Bill, even under the
unanimous resolution of this Chamber, and I
am not limiting, or intending to convey the
idea that I purpose to limit, the power of the
Senate. I may say that quite a number of
the items of the main Supply Bill have al-
ready been adopted in the other Chamber,
but they do not appear in this Bill. This is
only one-twelfth, even of the items already
adopted.

Hon. Mr. POPE: Does it include one-
twelfth of any and all items?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Of the whole
Supply Bill.

Hon. Mr. POPE: One-twelfth of the items?
Hon, W. B. ROSS: Of the mass.

Hon. Mr. POPE: Then, in passing this Bill
we really recognize the principle embodied—

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: No.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: That is the
reservation that has just been made and
which has been emphasized by my honourable
friend opposite.

Hon. W. B. ROSS: Honourable gentlemen,
I do not agree that the Bill involves one-
twelfth of each item; it is one-twelfth of the
mass sum. Sir Henry Drayton says:

I suppose we are safeguarded by the statement fur-

ther on in the Bill that this is one-twelfth of the
whole supply to be voted.
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The Bill seems to vary a little from that,
and says one-twelfth of each item.

Hon. Mr. POPE: I would like to know
whether, if we passed this Bill to-night, one-
twelfth of every item would be available to-
mMorrow.

Hon, Mr. DANDURAND: That is my un-
derstanding.

Hon, Mr. POPE: That is not one-twelfth
of the whole.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I cannot quite
see the difference.

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON: May I call the
attention of the Leader of the Government
to the fact that the gross amount of the
Estimates as submitted for the current year
is roughly $345,000,000. This $15,000,000 does
not represent one-twelfth of that total amount
by any means. I think that is the point my
honourable friend who has just spoken (Hon.
Mr. Pope) has in mind. It would seem.
perhaps, that this is one-twelfth of the Civil
Government Estimates.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: This is the Bill
we are considering:

From and out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund
there may be paid and applied a sum not exceeding in
the whole fifteen million, nine hundred and thirty-four
thousand, two hundred and ninety-one dollars and six
cents, towards defraying the several charges and ex-
penses of the public service, from the first day of
April, one thousand nine hundred and twenty-six, to
the thirty-first day of March, one thousand nine hun-
dred and twenty-seven, not otherwise provided for,
and being one-twelfth of the amount of each of the
several items to be voted, set forth in the Estimates for
the fiscal year ending the thirty-first day of March,
one thousand nine hundred and twenty-seven, as laid
before the House of Commons at the present session
of Parliament.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill was
read the second time.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I beg leave to
move the third reading of the Bill.

Hon. Mr. POPE: To-morrow.
Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: To-morrow.

The motion for the third reading of the
Bill was postponed until to-morrow.

THE LEAGUE OF NATIONS

On the motion of Hon. Mr. Dandurand for
the adjournment -of the Senate:

Hon. J. P. B. CASGRAIN: Honourable
gentlemen, before the House adjourns, I
would like to refer to a certain matter. Since
we parted a few weeks ago something of very
great moment not only to this House but to
the country has taken place. One of our col-
leagues, the Leader of the Government in

Hon. W. B. ROSS.

this House, has been to Geneva to attend a
meeting of the League of Nations, and I
see that the honourable gentleman has been
giving some interviews in the newspapers. I
want to remind the honourable gentleman
that if he had not been a member of this
House he would not have been there, and I
think it is of the greatest importance that he
should give the first information to his col-
leagues in ‘this House. The honourable gen-
tleman went to Geneva when Article X was
still in force, an article which may mean life
or death to the sons of many people in this
country, and I think the honourable gentle-
man could with great propriety take this
House into his confidence, since it was as a
member of this House that he went to Geneva
and there represented this country.

And whilst he is doing that, there is another
matter. We all remember that not long ago
an honourable gentleman of this House spoke
of the Protocol passed by the General
Assembly of the League of Nations on the
banks of Lake Leman. But something hap-
pened to the Protocol; and whether it is
dead or alive now I do not know, and T
would like the honourable gentleman to’ tell
us. We were told that if it was lying dormant
it would revive.

There is another point on which we would
all be glad to hear from the honourable gen-
tleman. There was the Locarno Pact, which
was going to be a great thing! Has Locarno
gone the way of the Protocol? Is Locarno
also asleep? Is there a wake going on around
Locarno now? For those who do not study
these questions carefully, what Locarno really
meant it is very difficult to understand. If
one read the debates that took place in the
Legislative Chamber in Paris he would see
that Locarno was not a very wonderful thing.
I give English statesmen credit because when
they know that something does not amount
to much they make a great deal of it. When
the Locarno Pact was negotiated, which
admitted Germany into the League of
Nations, the Right Hon. Austen Chamberlain
came back to England and was received with
acclaim not only by the people, but by Their
Majesties, who singled him out and gave him
one of the highest Orders in the gift of the
British Crown, the Order of the Garter. If
my memory serves me, there are only twenty-
four members of that Order. He was pro-
claimed as a saviour. When such honours
were conferred on the man who negotiated
this famous thing, everyone thought that
Locarno must be all right. But when you
came to look at it, what was it? Locarno
amounted to this: it was simply taking a
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sponge and wiping off the slate all the
atrocities committed by Germany. We were
to forget those atrocities; we were to forget
the abominations; we were to forget the
“scrap of paper”; we were to forget the
prosecutions that were going to take place of
those who had been guilty of the worst erimes
civilization ever knew, and we were to take
to our arms our former enemies, those who
had disregarded treaties and trampled over
Belgium when they had sworn to protect her.
Everything was to be forgotten, and Germany
and the others were to be taken into the
League of Nations. More than that, Ger-
many was to be admitted on special terms.
We were to forget also the sinking of the
Lusitania, when innocent people went down to
their deaths within a few miles of the shore
of England.

That was Locarno. Well, honourable gen-
tlemen, some of you may think much of
Locarno, but I for one must say—I know I
am in the minority in this House—that I do
not think any more of Locarno than I do
of the League of Nations. Of course, I am
not going to speak of the League of Nations
to-night, because I have already spoken about
it in this House on more than one occasion.
If anyone is anxious to know what I think,
all he has to do is to look up Hansard. I
have said repeatedly that the Teague of
Nations is a splendid thing, a beautiful dream;
but it is too good for mortals: it was made
for angels. I would like to hear from the
honourable gentleman as to what will be our
position in future. If Germany comes into
the League of Nations conditions will be
absolutely changed. Formerly - France and
England were the mirror of the League of
Nations: what they decided went. But when
a new element is introduced, an element that
was opposed to us and that wants to get into
the League of Nations in order to destroy
the Treaty of Versailles, in order to get
colonies again, and mandates, I would like to
hear from the honourable gentleman—and I
am not speaking only for myself, but for very
many other people who are very much con-
cerned—as to where we are drifting in our
connection with the League of Nations, and
as a favour I would ask the honourable the
Leader of the Government to explain just
what he has been doing lately at Geneva.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Honourable
gentlemen, if the honourable gentleman from
De Lanaudiére (Hon. Mr. Casgrain) had
limited his inquiry to his last phrase, I per-
haps would have been justified in telling him
summarily what the Assembly had been called
for; but as he has roamed all over the actions

of the Allies who met at Versailles to sign a
treaty of peace, and has discussed subsequent
events which have flowed from that Treaty,
I do not feel that at this moment I should
be called upon to cover so much ground.

The Senate of Canada has expressed more
than once its faith in the League of Nations.
More than once it has declared that this was
an experiment that should be tried for the
maintenance of peace among the peoples of
the world. We were without that instrument
until 1919. There was no such organization
in July 1914, and it seems to me that it should
suffice for my honourable friend (Hon. Mr.
Casgrain) to have the declaration of Lord
Grey, then Sir Edward Grey, that if in July,
1914, he could have appealed to such an as-
sociation of nations the Great War would
probably have been prevented. This ex-
pression of opinion from a man of the stand-
ing of Lord Grey, who played so admirable
a part as peacemaker at that time, is worth
something. I ask my honourable friend, as
I have asked him before, if he would de-
prive humanity of that ray of hope which
has appeared from these meetings of the
nations. As my honourable friend well knows,
suspicion and prejudice arise from ignorance,
whereas co-operation brings about amity. For
the first time in the history of the world we
have amity amongst the nations: we have
co-operation amongst them once a year. But
we have more: we have the League Council,
containing the great powers, who henceforth
will have the responsibility of maintaining
peace in the world. Four times a year they
must meet, and they can be convened once
a month, or once a week, if necessary. They
are close at hand, and if any dark cloud ap-
pears on ‘the horizon they are called to ex-
amine the situation, endeavour to find a solu-
tion. and preach peace and arbitration. That
is the new instrument, and I am surprised
that a man who has lived through the horrors
of the last war cannot see that there is some-
thing new in the world in the annual meet-
ing of the nations, and in the meeting of
the great powers every three months, or
oftener if necessary, to settle those difficul-
ties which, if they are not settled, grow into
irritating problems from which emerges war.
Yes, there may be other wars; yes, it is
possible that that instrument may not be
found sufficient for all cases; but surely, when
the nations are clasping each other by the
hand, there is somethting new in this world
which should be welcomed by all men of good
will.

The Senate adjourned until to-morrow at
3 p.m.
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THE SENATE

Wednesday, April 7, 1926.

The Senate met at 3 p.m., the Speaker in
the Chair.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

APPROPRIATION BILL No. 1
THIRD READING

Hon. Mr, DANDURAND moved the third
reading of Bill 14, an Act for granting to
His Majesty a certain sum of money for the
public service of the financial year ending
the 31st March, 1927.

Hon. Mr. MceMEANS: May I ask the Post-
master General if among the Estimates, of
which this is said to be one-twelfth, there
is any sum providing for a grant to the
strikers in the Winnipeg Post Office in 1919?

Hon. Mr. MURPHY : No.

Hon. RUFUS POPE: Honourable gentle-
men, before we proceed with the third reading
of this Bill I desire to express my opinion
with reference to the power that is being
usurped by the Government of the day. I
understood in reply to my inquiry last night
that if we were to pass this vote of $15,000,000
odd it would apply to each and every branch
of the Service for which money will be voted
in the Main Estimates. Therefore if I were
to offer no objection, my action might be
interpreted as meaning that I was in sym-
pathy, at least to the extent of this $15,000,000,
with the maladministration by the so-called
Government of the Dominion of Canada to-
day. I would not like my position to be
misunderstood for a moment. I have be-
longed to the Liberal-Conservative party all
my life, and, with the permission of this
House, I would say that I have been fortunate
In my inheritance. I have believed that by
adhering to it for the balance of my days I
might be able through the channel of that
organization to render some service towards
perpetuating Canada as a nation giving some
permanency to its institutions. Therefore
I would not like to have my position misun-
derstood.

A government is supposed to be an organi-
zation possessing sufficient power to carry out
the pledges made by its members to the
people of the country at a general election,
or to promulgate policies along those lines, as
time and events may justify, during the four
years of its existence. We all know that the
Prime Minister of to-day, before going to the
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far-distant and northern clime from which
he has recently returned, made an announce-
ment at Richmond Hill, in which he told me
and everyone else in the Dominion of Canada,
as I presume he had told the Governor Gen-
eral, that because he did not possess control
of the House of Commons it was impossible
for him successfully to administer the affairs
of Canada. Therefore he went to the people
of Canada asking them to give him control
of the House of Commons in the name of
the Liberal party, of which he was leader.
He went forth, as I say, and asked the people
of this country to sanction and endorse him.
It is not necessary for me to take up many
minutes of the time of this honourable body

. in pointing out that he did not get that

endorsation; and one does not have to be a
student to realize that if he was weak in the
House of Commons during the Parliament
that he dissolved last autumn, he is far weaker
in that House to-day. Further, it is not
difficult to prove that the majority of the
electors who voted for a single party at the
last election voted not for the Liberal party,
but for the Liberal-Conservative party led
by the Rt. Hon. Arthur Meighen. That is
the fact. As for the Progressive element,
which numbered some sixty odd in the last
Parliament, to-day it numbers only 27 mem-
bers, including all the various stripes and
colours of Progressives, Labourites and Na-
tionalists. I have lived all my life in the
country, and I have witnessed many auctions
and have read many auction bills enumerating
the goods to be sold to the highest bidder;
but never in my life have I seen a more per-
fect specimen of an auction bill than the
Speech from the Throne which was sub-
mitted to us this year, and which evidently
was dictated by those divisions which go to
make up the majority of from three to nine
upon which the Liberal party is dependent.
Under these circumstances, if we are to
place any confidence in the word of the Prime
Minister at Richmond Hill, we cannot antici-
pate any degree of stability of govem-
ment from the present aggregation. If it was
true before the election that the Government
could not carry on successfully, it is doubly
true to-day when it is dependent for its
majority upon three or four men who fail to
rise when God Save the King is sung. I am
not in favour of voting one cent, either by
way of interim Supply or otherwise, to be ex-
pended by such a government; and I want it
to be thoroughly understood that so long as
the administration of the affairs of this coun-
try is in the hands of this sort of people
the Senator from Bedford refuses to sanction
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the expenditure of a single dollar by casting
his vote for such a Bill. Canada’s indebted-
ness is a very serious problem. We owe to-
day many millions more money than ever be-
fore, and the per capita taxation is so great
that the contribution that we have to make
towards the revenues of the country is a
handicap to us in our development, lying as
we do alongside the United States. I have
no hesitation in saying that the indebtedness
of Canada and the taxation of Canada will
be increased under the present regime, and
that if the public accounts of the country are
balanced it will be by means of further in-
creased taxation of some kind. You will find,
‘honourable gentlemen, that they will try to
worm out an apparent reduction of some kind.
But we have heard that story before, and
even the minimum possibility will not re-
dound to the benefit of this country.

We find the Government offering contracts
to the outside world, by means of treaties
that prevent us from balancing our budget.
I do not pretend to be an authority upon
financial matters, but when I seek informa-
tion on that subject I go to the best sources.
I was told the other day that the treaties we
had made with Italy and France and Spain,
countries from which we import luxuries, pre-
vented us from imposing duties on the flux-
uries to be consumed in this country by those
who can afford to pay for them, and that thus
we are deprived of at least $40,000,000 a year
that might have been collected and applied in
such a way as to lighten the burden of the
people of Canada. If ever there was a time
when $40,000,000 would be acceptable, it is to-
day. We have also made treaties with Aus-
tralia and New Zealand. As these treaties have
been in effect for only a few months the
people of those countries up to the present
time have not been able to take possession
of our markets to the same extent that they
will in the future. The other day I was speak-
ing to a man who controls some of the large
abattoirs in Montreal. I said, “What is the
news to-day?” “Well, Senator Pope,” he said,
“ the news to-day is that I have just contracted
for 2,000 lambs to be delivered in my abat-
toir in the month of May coming, at a price
of 164 cents a pound. The lambs that I put
in last autumn were Canadian lambs, and
they cost me 24 cents a pound.” And this is
only the commencement, the first opening of
the door at a time when we require these
markets ourselves. As T have said in this
House, the tendency of both parties for a
number of years has been towards a reduc-
tion of tariffs, a policy which has always
been contrary to my judgment; and I am as
well satisfied to-day as I ever was that I am

right, and have been right all these years, in
opposing any reduction in the protection of
national industries. We have a dumping
clause which might be made use of if it were
not for the fact that Parliament to-day is
controlled by a half a dozen men of various
stripes and colours who command it to do
what they wish, with the result that foreign
goods are dumped into Canada and our own
people are being dumped into the United
States in order to obtain a living.

Now I wish to go a bit further. We had
an election, and it extended to the Province
of Quebec as well as to the rest of the Do-
minion. I had sincerely hoped that in that
Province we would have a real election, and
that policies would have been discussed, and
that references would not have been made
to things that have been. I had hoped that
the time had come when the French Canadian
element of our Province would be approached
upon clean cut business lines, either upon a
policy of free trade or of protection. I had
hoped that we could have got an honest ex-
pression of public opinion from the Province
of Quebec. However, those who directed
affairs saw differently, and I know of no time
since the war ceased when there was more
appeal to prejudice and greater corruption
and fraud than in the appeal made to the
people of Quebec upon this occasion. That
vote in Quebec no more represents the policy
of the people of the Province than does the
man in the moon. It is absolutely foreign
to their necessities, to the development of
their natural resources, to anything that makes
for permanency in the Dominion of Canada
and in the Province of Quebec. All you have
to do is to go into our country and see the
deserted homes, the farm buildings nailed
up, the merchants leaving, and small places
abandoned; and the priest of every parish
will assure you of the truth of the statements
I am making. Do you say that those people
voted for a policy of that sort. Do you say
that the French Canadian element, as a sane,
practical people, would vote to deteriorate
their condition in that way? No! They were
blindfolded, they were deceived, they were
mislead.

My honourable friends on the other side
of the House may say: “Your ranks were
divided by a third party coming in under the
leadership of Mr. Patenaude.” I do not say
they were not; but that does not help the
French Canadian of the Province of Quebeec.
Whether he has been deceived by the Govern-
ment of to-day in the disreputable appeal they
made to the people of that Province, or
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whether he has been mislead by a third man
running, makes no difference to the Province
of Quebec; the result will be the same.

At this time, before it is too late, I want to
say to the honourable leader who represents
the Government of the day in this House that
it is high time they took the broad view of
Canada for the Canadians, in the fullest pos-
sible sense, commercial and patriotic, and for
the upbuilding of the nation. If you continue
on the present narrow path with whom do
you coquet? You coquet with an element in
the West that is in many instances, to say
the least, of doubtful patriotism. 'I do not
say that there are not patriotic men in the
West; of course there are; but there is an
element out in that country that is not
patriotic, that is dangerous, and that very
element forms a considerable portion of the
small majority that the Government has to-
day.

Why, honourable gentlemen, the legislation
of to-day is not prepared by the Cabinet.
f{t is submitted to a Committee of the Pro-
gressives. They read it over, they bring it
back to the Cabinet, the Cabinet reads it
again, and it is reread and passed around.
The day of Cabinet representation and govern-
aent in the Dominion of Canada is past. At
the present time Cabinet administration is a
farce. TInstead of it we have consultation on
the streets. The fellows who engaged in the
strike in Winnipeg, the Reds, are consulted.
jThe men who are inclined to preach annex-
ation are consulted. Not only are they con-
sulted, but the Government is absolutely
in their hands, and if they cannot get what
they want, then the proposed legislation is
dropped; for this Government as we have it
to-day can no more legislate for the good
Liberals of Canada than it can legislate for
the good Conservatives. That ‘the Senate
should be called upon to vote millions and
millions of money to be expended at the
dictation of people who will not stand up for
the singing of “God Save The King”, is some-
thing of which I personally cannot approve,

I will go a bit further, and then I shall have
finished. Throughout the Province of Quebec
the name of Arthur Meighen has been bandied
around. He has been represented to the
people of Quebec with blood-stained fingers,
the blood of their children dripping from his
hands. The honourable leader of this House
(Hon. Mr. Dandurand) who had been elected
to the very dignified and honourable position
of President of the Assembly of the League
of Nations, sailed back to Canada and came
into the County of Stanstead and to Magog—
he knows where it is—while that infamous
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icampaign was going on. I do not say that he
ordered it, but I say that his very presence
there co-operated with that defaming cam-
paign.

Again, it is said that Arthur Meighen made
a certain speech in Hamilton. That was on
his own account. He stated certain things
that he would do in the event of war, if he
commanded power. He said that he would
refer to the people. Let me point out that
there is a great difference between a speech
by the Right Hon. Arthur Meighen, or any
other man who may lead ‘the Conservative
party, and the speech of the leader of the
Liberal party. Never forget that the Liberal-
Conservative party is founded upon inherited
traditional principles. We are not founded
upon the capricious mentality of any leader,
no matter who he may be—I am not reflecting
upon the Right Hon. Arthur Meighen or any-
body else—but we have fundamental principles,
we submit them to the people, as we have
done for 40 years, and never in our existence,
when we have been returned to power, have
we failed to put those principles into force
at the first Session of the first Parliament after
the election. You cannot contradict that
statement. The Liberal party go forth into
the country, and they howl one thing in one
province, another thing in another province,
and something different again in every other
one of the nine provineces, and that is about
the last we hear of their promises, even though
they come back to Parliament. Therefore
a particular statement by their leader is very
important to them. What our leader says
is important to himself.

I have one or two words to say with regard
to this war proposition. The experience of
the late war, which was a very serious one for
all of us, has had a salutary effect on those
people who represent the Anglo-Saxon mental-
ity throughout this world. The war came like
a bolt from the blue. We hardly knew what
we were to do, or when we were to do it.
Governments had to take action. Govern-
ments compelled this, and Governments com-
pelled that. I am gratified to be able to say
that there exists in Canada and throughout
the wide world an organization representing
the Anglo-Saxon mentality, the loyal, pa-
triotic, imperial sentiment of the Anglo-Saxon
people and of those people who are allied
with them, and if war sprang up to-morrow
and the Motherland was threatened, there
would be a million men ready, without wait-
ing for the Government of Canada, or the
Government of the United States or else-
where, to march forward to the ocean and
sail across the Atlantic to defend the Mother-
land against any attack, no matter whence it
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came. The man who stands up to-day to
play this miserable little game of politics that
is played in our Province and in other places
will not be in evidence. He may stay here
and harp away as long as he likes. Old Eng-
land, the mother of our Empire, the mother
of our liberty—the mother of the world’s
liberty, if you like—never again will be al-
lowed to be attacked. Never again will she
be obliged or expected to call upon the off-
spring in the different parts of the world who
do not desire to go to her rescue. They may
all stay at home. There will be plenty of men
ready to fight her battles. And when the
fight is over the soldiers will remain, as true
men ought to remain, in the country that made
the trouble, and will there levy taxation upon
the people, so that those who made the
trouble will pay the bills. Our organization is
supreme; it is world-wide; we have no fear.

So I do not care about the little game of
politics you are playing. It is not honourable
for you to play it. It is not fair to your
people, when you have great events requiring
attention and action on your part. However,
if it amuses you to play that game, do not
ask me for money to support you. You may
fool away in this Parliament long enough to
create a sentiment in favour of a dictator-
ship. That sentiment is being created to-day,
and I say without hesitation that the time
may arrive, and may not be far distant, when
a dictatorship for Canada may be the only
escape. If we were discussing dictatorships a
few years ago we would not have included
Canada with FEuropean countries—Italy,
Spain, Greece, Rumania, ete. I tell you
frankly and honestly that you must give this
country relief by wise, constructive legisla-
tion; you must remove from political agita-
tion those elements of dissention; you must
unite the two nationalities, French and Eng-
lish, on the common ground of commerce and
trade. If you fail to do that, permit me to
say to this honourable body, you will be sur-
prised at how early a period in the future of
Canada the form of responsible Government
will change from what it is to-day.

I do not suppose it is of any use, honour-
able gentlemen, for me to say more. I cannot
tell you that I intend voting against this Bill;
I shall not have a chance to vote, because
there are not enough honourable members
who will rise and demand that a vote be
taken; but I wish to record my absolute op-
position to the granting of a single dollar to
an administration that has failed to admin-
ister—an administration that is inefficient, full
of intrigue, and surrounded with corruption.

Hon. R. DANDURAND: I would like
simply to remind my honourable friend that
he has lived long enough to know that pros-
perity and adversity come in cycles in this
country. We are moving on towards more
prosperous times. All the statements of
bankers and financiers are to the same effect.
I would like to comfort my honourable friend
from Bedford (Hon. Mr. Pope) by telling him
that after obtaining a certain perspective
abroad, one finds on returning to this country
that, if it is not the happiest country in the
world, it is by comparison a very happy
country. And T would like to remind him
that the good old Province of Quebee, from
which he hails, like myself, is the envy of
other provinces and states nearby; that it is
prosperous; that it knows when it has a good
Government. The Province of Quebec has
maintained one since 1897. We have shown
surpluses year by year. Our trade is improv-
ing throughout the Province. Strangers flock
to our cities, which are growing. The popula-
tion of Montreal, the metropolis, is increasing
by 50,000 a year, and large hotels are being.
built to receive visitors, who feel happy in
our midst.

I may tell my honourable friend that this
Supply Bill shows a considerable improvement
in the matter of reductions. The first paper
that T laid my hand upon when last Saturday
I returned to Montreal from abroad, was that
of a confrere of ours, the Montreal Gazette,
and it commended the Supply Bill for showing
considerable reductions in many respects.

Our exports are increasing. Apparently there
are some people who are working. Yes, there
are some who are unemployed, but the people
generally, whether on the farm or in the shop,
are working diligently, and I am convinced
that from month to month and from year to
year the reports will continue to show im-
provement and conditions in Canada will be
a source of great satisfaction to our people.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill was
read the third time and passed.

PRIVATE BILL
FIRST READING
Bill A, an Act to provide for changing the

names of certain Pension Fund Societies-—
Hon. Mr. Béique. {

THE ROYAL ASSENT

The Hon. the SPEAKER informed the
Senate that he had received a communication
from the Governor-General’s Secretary ac-
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quainting him that the Right Hon. F. A.
Anglin, acting as Deputy of the Governor-
General, would proceed to the Senate Chamber
at 4.15 o'clock for the purpose of giving the
Royal Assent to the Interim Supply Bill.

The Senate adjourned during pleasure.

The Right Honourable F. A. Anglin, the
Deputy of the Governor General, having come
and being seated at the foot of the Throne,
and the House of Commons having been
summoned, and being come with their Speaker,
the Right Honourable the Deputy of the
Governor General was pleased to give the
Royal Assent to the following Bill:

An Act for granting to His Majesty a certain sum
of money for the Public Service of the financial year
ending the 31st March, 1927.

The House of Commons withdrew.

The Right Honourable the Deputy of the
Governor General was pleased to retire,

The sitting was resumed.

The Senate adjourned until Tuesday next at
8§ p.m.

Crop Year (a)

Wheat Oats
Bushels Bushels
1920-1 306,149 882,522
1921-2 3,306 256,835
19025 .. % 826,972 1,543,945
1923-4(b) .. 806,910 3,216,406
1924-5(c) .. 21,356 579,600

THE SENATE

Tuesday, April 13, 1926.

The Senate met at 8 p.m., the Speaker in
the Chair.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

NATIONAL TRANSCONTINENTAL
RAILWAY—GRAIN SHIPMENTS

INQUIRY

Hon. Mr. TANNER the

Government:

inquired of

1. What quantities of grain were hauled over the
National Transcontinental Railway during each of the
last five years?

2. From what points and to what destinations was
the grain hauled?

3. What were the rates of freight charged in respect
to such grain?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND:

In reply to the first question I have a
statement, as follows:

Barley Flax Rye Total
Bushels Bushels  Bushels Bushels
55,552 40,147 1,284,370
113,983 RN 374,124
117,906 25,756 R 2,514,579
159,081 16,317 2,933 4,195,647
9,593 2,450 i 613,179

(a) Crop year, September 1 to August 31.

(b) Crop year period (11 months), Sep-
tember 1 to July 31.

(¢) Crop year, August 1 to July 31.

In regard to questions 2 and 3, Canadian
National Railway officials state that it would
be necessary to examine each individual record
of all shipments over the Transcontinental
railway for the last five years in order to
secure the information called for by these
questions. If my honourable friend wanted
that work to be done he would have to move
for an address.

RETURN OF DIVORCE CASE EXHIBITS
MOTION
Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY moved:

That the Committee on Divorce be authorized to
consider and report upon an application for the return
of Exhibits Nos. 4 and 5 filed at the hearing and
enquiry into the petition of Albert Plue Jessop praying
for a Bill of Divorce.

The motion was agreed. to.
Hon. Mr. SPEAKER.

SERVICE OF CRUISER GRIB
MOTION FOR RETURN

Hon. Mr. TANNER moved:

That an order of the House do issue for a return
in respect to the cruiser “Grib,” employed in the
service of the Departiment of Customs and Exeise,
showing for each month respectively of the period
since January 1, 1925:—

(a) The sea district which said cruiser patrolled.

(b) The ports which she entered, and the time she
remained in each port.

(¢) The number of seizures made, and generally

what each consisted of.

(d) The locality in which each seizure was made,
and the name of the vessel carrying the goods seized,
and the port of registry of such vessel.

(e) How the matter of each seizure was disposed
of—this to state what was done in regard to vessel
and goods, respectively. 3

2. The cost of the said cruiser to the country dur-
‘ng each of the said months,

The motion was agreed to.
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DEPORTATION OF CHINAMAN
MOTION FOR PAPERS

Hon. Mr. GIRROIR moved:

For a copy of all papers on file in the Department
of Immigration and Colonization relating to the case
of the King vs. Jungo Lee, a Chinaman about to be
deponted.

The motion was agreed to.

PENSION FUND SOCIETIES BILL
SECOND READING

Hon. Mr. BEIQUE moved the second read-
ing of Bill A, an Act to provide for changing
the names of certain Pension Fund Societies.

He said: Honourable gentlemen, this is
a Bill to enable Pension Fund Societies to
change their names by by-law or resolution,
with the consent of the Secretary of State.
When the Secretary of State has approved of
the change there is to be publication of the
change in the Canada Gazette. This is in
accord with a like provision in the Companies
Act.

Hon. W. B. ROSS: I would like to ask
the honourable gentleman about clause 2.
Suppose the Secretary of State does not agree
to the name submitted to him, then he may
give another name. Will that other name be
subject to the approval of the contributors?
Would it not be better that they should
assent to one name as being preferable, and
then indicate their second and third choices?

Hon. Mr. BEIQUE: It is the same pro-
vision that is contained in the Companies
Act. It is only in case the name suggested
is objectionable or is in conflict with another
name—

Hon. W. B. ROSS: It is left to the
Secretary of State in that case. The con-
tributor has nothing to do with it.

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT:
regard to companies.

Hon. Mr. BEIQUE: When the Bill is
taken up in Committee we can discuss that.

It is the same in

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill was
read the second time.

DIVORCE BILLS
FIRST READINGS

Bill B, an Act for the relief of Elizabeth
Gertrude Orr—Hon. Mr. Willoughby.

Bill C, an Act for the relief of Melville
James Andrews.—Hon. Mr. Willoughby.

Bill D, an Act for the relief of Harry
Reginald Oddy—Hon. Mr. Willoughby.

Hon. Mr. TANNER.

Bill E, an Act for the relief of Mildred
Roxie Horner—Hon. Mr. Willoughby.

Bill F, an Act for the relief of Frances
Muriel Burnet—Hon. Mr. Willoughby.

Bill G, an Act for the relief of Ada ‘Toms.
—Hon. Mr. Willoughby.

Bill H, an Act for the relief of Vera
Sanderson.—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill I, an Act for the relief of Noel Leslie
Deuxbury.—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill J, an Act for the relief of Lillian May
O’Reilly.—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill K, an Act for the relief of Jean
Victoria Dillane—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill L, an Act for the relief of Ethel
Alberta Barker—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill M, an Act for the relief of Annie
Hazel McCausland.—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill N, an Act for the relief of Sterling
LeRoy Spicer—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill O, an Act for the relief of Amy Bell
Corney.—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill P, an Act for the relief of David Frank
Crosier.—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill Q, an Act for the relief of Ethel Gildea
Nye Brown.—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill R, an Act for the relief of Edward
Thomas Faragher—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill S, an Act for the relief of Bertha
Viola Lidkea.—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill T, an Aect for the relief of Mike
Ayoub (otherwise known as Michael Ayoub)
—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill U, an Act for the relief of Alice Marion
McGinley.—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill V, an Act for the relief of Harold
Edgar Perinchief.—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill W, an Act for the relief of Hendel
Tuerner Lubrinetsky.—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill X, an Act for the relief of Paul Hugh
Turnbull —Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill Y, an Act for the relief of Helen Elby
Pollington—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill Z, an Act for the relief of Alexander
Stewart.—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill A2, an Act for the relief of William
Melville Moore.—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill B2, an Act for the relief of John
Samuel Milligan.—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill C2, an Act for the relief of Marion
Richardson. Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill D2, an Act for the relief of Isadore
Boadner.—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill E2, an Act for the relief of William
Albert Thomas.—Hon. Mr. Haydon.
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Bill F2, an Act for the relief of Gertrude
Isabel Clark—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill G2, an Act for the relief of Helen
Seymour O’Connor—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill H2, an Act for the relief of Yetta
Selma Trachsell—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill 12, an Act for the relief of Alexander
Dewar—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill J2, an Act for the relief of Florence
Burrell—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

The Senate adjourned until to-morrow at
3 p.m.

THE SENATE

Wednesday, April 14, 1926.

The Senate met at 3 p.m., the Speaker in
the Chair.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

DIVORCE BILLS
FIRST READINGS

Bill K2, an Act for the relief of Edith
Marion Byam —Hon. Mr. Mulholland.

Bill L2, an Act for the relief of Charles
Davidson.—Hon. Mr. Mulholland.

Bill M2, an Act for the relief of Doris Selina
Irvin—Hon. Mr. Mulholland.

Bill N2, an Act for the relief of Frank John
Davis—Hon, Mr. Mulholland.

Bill 02, an Act for the relief of John Nor-
man Smith McMurray.—Hon. Mr. Fisher.

Bill P2, an Act for the relief of Archie Claire
MleIntyre—Hon. W'. B. Ross.

Bill Q2, an Act for the relief of Mabel
Elizabeth Harcourt—Hon. Mr. Pope.

Bill R2, an Act for the relief of Louise
Gordon Pook.—Hon, Mr, Pope.

Bill 82, an Act for the relief of Ezillah
Harriet Cole—Hon., Mr. Pope.

Bill T2, an Act for the relief of Gertrude
Burnside—Hon. J. H, Ross.

Bill U2, an Act for the relief of Cora Mae
Murray—Hon. Mr. Pardee.

Bill V2, an Act for the relief of Janet Thorn-
hill Gorrie—Hon, Mr. Pardee.

Bill W2, an Act for the relief of Lillian Du-
Bord Bulloch.—Hon. Mr, Smeaton White.

Bill X2, an Act for the relief of Henrietta
Schierholtz—Hon. Mr. Taylor.

Bill Y2, an Act for the relief of Maude
Elizabeth Gilroy.—Hon. Mr. Taylor.

Bill Z2, an Act for the relief of Richard
Howard Buckley—Hon. Mr. Taylor.

Bill A3, an Act for the relief of George
William Darlington—Hon. Mr. Taylor.

Hon. Mr. BEIQUE.

Bill B3, an Act for the relief of Arthur
Watson—Hon, Mr. Taylor.

Bill C3, an Act for the relief of Frances
Marjorie Warren—Hon. Mr. Taylor.

Bill D3, an Act for the relief of Charles
Douglas Palmer—Hon. Mr. Robertson.

Bill E3, an Act for the relief of Beatrice
Isobel Lamontagne—Hon. Mr. Robertson.

Bill F3, an Act for the relief of Jane Johns-
ton Mitchell Wells—Hon. Sir Edward Kemp.

Bill G3, an Act for the relief of Jeremiah
Gibbs—Hon. Mr. Smith.

Bill H3, an Act for the relief of Caroline
Elizabeth Risbridger—Hon, Mr, Smith.

Bill J3, an Act for the relief of Cassie
Woodley.—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill K3, an Act for the relief of Isabella
Freeman.—Hon. Mr. Lewis.

CANADA EVIDENCE BILL. EVIDENCE
OF PERSONS CHARGED WITH
OFFENCES
FIRST READING

Bill I3, an Act to amend the Canada
Evidence Act as regards the evidence of
persons charged with offences—Hon. Mr.
MceMeans.

SITTINGS OF THE SENATE

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: T desire to give
notice that I will move to-morrow that when
the Senate adjourns on that day it do stand
adjourned till Tuesday the 4th of May next,
at 8 p.m.

With the leave of the House I would like
to refer to the fact that surprise is sometimes
expressed in the press of Canada at the ad-
journments of the Senate. On that point I
would say that, for its regular work, this
Parliament began sitting on the 15th of March.
It was summoned for the 7th of January, and
all honourable gentlemen know why it was
called so early in the year. What did take
place, rather in the other Chamber than in this
one, was what I would call a prologue, a
curtain-raiser to the real act, which is that
of legislating for the good of the country.
This work, as I said, practically started on the
15th of March, and I am informed, as are the
other members of this Chamber, that the
Budget Speech will be delivered to-morrow.
I surmise, therefore, that there will be nothing
coming to us before the 4th of May next,
when we shall be here in time to receive all
legislation that may come before the House
of Commons and give it serious attention.

We must not forget, however, that a month
passes very rapidly in Parliament, and that
May is followed by June, and I entertain
a strong hope that Parliament will prorogue
before the 1st of July. As I have had
occasion to say before, we who have passed
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the meridian of life feel that our hours are
becoming fewer and that we are entitled to
enjoy part of the summer months elsewhere
rather than in the chambers of Parliament.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: Perhaps the hon-
ourable gentleman can inform us if we may
really expect any legislation from the Govern-
ment on the 4th of May.

Hon. Mr. SCHAFFNER: Or any ‘time this
Session.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Well, I would
ask my honourable friends, who seem to have
some near friends within Parliament—and that
means the two branches—to confer with some
of those friends, because I have always been
under the impression that while the Govern-
ment could fix the date of the calling of Par-
liament, the Opposition fixed the date of the
closing.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: Can my honourable
friend assure us that the ship of state has not
foundered?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I would answer
my honourable friend in the words of an
amusing remark made by the Right Hon.
Charles J. Doherty, who was Minister of
Justice. He said that democracy had a very
queer way of dealing with the affairs of state
—that every four years it goes to the polls and
decides—sometimes in a very clear tone, and
sometimes less so—who are the men to ad-
minister the affairs of the country for the
four following years. Then those men select
a crew with a staff of officers for the ship of
state—a commandant, a pilot, and an entire
crew—and give them charge of the ship. So
far so good; but it does not stop at that. It
then puts another crew on the same ship, and
says to them, “Boys, give those other fellows
hell !”

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT': Honourable gentle-
men, may I be permitted to talk seriously for
two minutes? I have no doubt whatever of
the good intentions of our leader. I think
he is always ready to maintain the dignity of
the Senate and to see that it receives the
consideration to which it is entitled. I wish
only to repeat what has been so often said,
that it is a great pity that the Government of
the day, whether Liberal or Conservative—

Hon. Mr. GORDON: Or Progressive.

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT: —always ignores
the Senate so that legislation is sent to us
only after it has passed the House of Com-
mons. We have time and again protested
against this, and I wish to do so once more.
In order to give my honourable friend an op-
portunity to try to put into practice what we

contend for, I wish to mention one piece of
legislation which will soon be before Parlia-
ment, and which might very well be intro-
duced first into this House. It is going to
be a long measure and will require a great
deal of consideration, and it should receive
the mature judgment of this Chamber. I re-
fer to the Rural Credits Bill.

My honourable friend may say that it is a
measure affecting the finances of the country.
Well, from past experience I am led to be-
lieve that measures of that kind are much
better first submitted to the serutiny and criti-
cism of the Senate. Here is an opportunity
of which my honourable friend might well
avail himself when we meet again.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Honourable gen-
tlemen, the answer given to me, I will not
say from what source, when I suggested that
some Bills should come to this Chamber first
—and I mentioned the Rural Credits Bill—
was this: “Surely you are not serious; the
Commons want to see it, and it is not cer-
tain that if it is introduced first in the Senate
it will reach the other Chamber. The Rural
Credits Bill is a very important piece of legis-
lation, and it has been decided by the Gov-
ernment that it should be first discussed by
the popular branch. I need not give all the
reasons that prompted the Government to so
decide; but I would suggest to my honour-
able friend the senior member for Ottawa
(Hon. Mr. Belcourt) and all the other mem-
bers of the Senate that during this short ad-
journment, which I suggest should start from
to-morrow, they make a point of reading the
two reports of Dr. Tory on Rural Credits. I
had simply glanced at those reports, but while
crossing the Atlantic recently I read and ab-
sorbed them, to my great profit. I am sure
that we shall approach that legislation with
far greater knowledge and wisdom from the
reading of those two reports than if we took it
up without any preparation. I make that
suggestion because there is in those reports
the foundation for a good piece of legislation
which will do honour to this Parliament.
Such legislation has been on the Statute books
of many important countries, and it seems to
be admitted that something must be done in
the way of meeting the needs of the farming
community.

We shall await what the farming com-
munity, through their direct representatives
in the popular Chamber, have to say on the
legislation which will come before them. It
will be our right and our duty to review it.
It is important in what it purports to do,
and important in relation to the general
finances of the country. I do not know the
extent of the load which it will place upon
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the Federal exchequer, but I would urge my
honourable friend, who has already devoted
some time to the study of this question of
raral credits, and who made a most interest-
ing contribution to the discussion last year,
and also all honourable gentlemen who have
not yet read those two reports to do so be-
fore we return.

Hon. Mr. BEIQUE: If I understand the
Rural Credits Bill, it is a financial Bill, and
would not be introduced here. Under the con-
stitution it has to be introduced in the House
of Commons.

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT: I do not take that
view at all. I do not see why it may not be
introduced here. It is not necessary to intro-
duce it in the other House. Surely we can
consider a Bill of that kind, even if it in-
volves financial dispositions, and it would be
for the House of Commons later on to say
whether or not they will adopt the financial
burdens imposed thereby. There is no reason
why, in the meantime, this House should not
consider that Bill or any other, even though
there are financial considerations involved.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: 1 do not think
my honourable friend is right. I think we
could discuss the matter academically on a
motion of resolution, but when it comes to
the Bill itself, it must be introduced in the
other Chamber.

Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY: 1 think ‘my
honourable friend would aid us greatly if he
would expedite the proposed Bill. I looked
through the reports of Dr. Tory fairly
thoroughly when they appeared, but if the
newspaper reports are correct the proposed
Bill departs radically from the recommenda-
tions of Dr. Tory. It is perfectly true that
he discussed the subject rather fully, but he
arrives at conclusions far different from his
own recommendations, if press reports can be
relied upon.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: It will probably
happen that just as the Session is about to
close these Bills will be thrown into this
Chamber, and we shall not have an oppor-
tunity to do anything with them, as has been
the case in other Sessions.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: My honourable
friend can rely on the leader of this House
not pressing a Bill of that importance if it
comes in during the last days of the Session.
We would have occasion to meet again in
January next.

Hon. Mr. TANNER: I do not think there
is any rule of Parliament to prevent that Bill
being introduced into both Houses simul-

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

taneously, although it may be a very unusual
thing to do. I would suggest to my honour-
able friend that he consider the question.

CANADIAN NATIONAL RAILWAYS—
TONNAGE AT PORTLAND, MAINE

INQUIRY

Hon. Mr. TANNER inquired of the Gov-
ernment :

1. Is there a contract of any kind existing be-
tween the Canadian National Railways and any person
or Company in respect to the delivery by the National
Railways of tonnage for export at Portland, Maine?

2. With whom is said contract made?

3. What is the date of the contract, and when will
it expire?

4. Does the contract cover tonnage in general or only
relate to specific classes of goods or products? If to
specific classes of goods or products, what are the
classes?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND::
1. No.

2. Answered by No. 1.

3. Answered by No. 1.

4, Answered by No. 1.

PENSION FUND SOCIETIES BILL
CONSIDERED IN COMMITTEE AND REPORTED

On motion of Hon. Mr. Béique, the Senate
went into Committee on Bill A, an Act to
provide for changing the names of certain
Pension Fund Societies. 3

Hon. Mr. Robinson in the Chair.

The Bill was reported without amendment.

DIVORCE BILLS
SECOND READINGS

Bill B, an Aect for the relief of Elizabeth
Gertrude Orr—Honourable Mr. Willoughby.

Bill C, an Act for the relief of Melville
James Andrews—Honourable Mr. Willoughby.

Bill D, an Act for the relief of Harry
Reginald Oddy —Honourable Mr. Willoughby.

Bill E, an Act for the relief of Mildred
Roxie Horner—Honourable Mr. Willoughby.

Bill F, an Act for the relief of Frances
Muriel Burnet.—Honourable Mr. Willoughby.

Bill G, an Act for the relief of Ada Toms.
-—Honourable Mr. Willoughby.

Bill H, an Act for the relief of Vera Sand-
erson.—Honourable Mr. Schaffner.

Bill I, an Act for the relief of Noel Leslie
Deuxbury.—Honourable Mr. Schaffner.

Bill J, an Act for the relief of Lillian May
O’Reilly.—Honourable Mr. Schaffner.

Bill K, an Act for the relief of Jean
Victoria Dillane—Honourable Mr. Schaffner.

Bill L, an Act for the relief of Ethel
Alberta Barker—Honourable Mr. Schaffner.
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Bill M, an Act for the relief of Annie Hazel
McCausland —Honourable Mr. Schaffner.

Bill N, an Act for the relief of Sterling
Le Roy Spicer—Honourable Mr. Schaffner.

Bill O, an Act for the relief of Amy Bell
Corney.—Honourable Mr. Schaffner.

Bill P, an Act for the relief of David Frank
Crosier.—Honourable Mr. Schaffner.

Bill Q, an Act for the relief of Ethel Gildea
Nyve Brown.—Honourable Mr. Schaffner.

Bill R, an Act for the relief of Edward
Thomas Faragher—Honourable Mr. Schaffner.

Bill 8, an Act for the relief of Bertha Viola
Lidkea.—Honourable Mr. Haydon.

Bill T, an Act for the relief of Mike Ayoub,
otherwise known as Michael Ayoub.—Hon-
ourable Mr. Haydon.

Bill U, an Act for the relief of Alice Marion
MecGinley—Honourable Mr. Haydon.

Bill V, an Act for the relief of Harold
Edgar Perinchief.—Honourable Mr. Haydon.

Bill W, an Act for the relief of Hendel
Tuerner Lubrinetsky—Honourable Mr. Hay-
don.

Bill X, an Act for the relief of Paul Hugh
Turnbull—Honourable Mr. Haydon.

Bill Y, an Act for the relief of Helen Elby
Pollington—Honourable Mr. Haydon.

Bill Z, an Act for the relief of Alexander
Stewart.—Honourable Mr. Haydon.

Bill A2, an Act for the relief of William
Melville Moore—Honourable Mr. Haydon.

Bill B2, an Act for the relief of John Samuel
Milligan—Honourable Mr. Haydon.

Bill C2, an Act for the relief of Marion
Richardson—Honourable Mr. Haydon.

Bill D2, an Act for the relief of Isadore
Boadner—Honourable Mr. Haydon.

Bill E2, and Act for the relief of William
Albert Thomas.—Honourable Mr. Haydon.

Bill ¥2, an Aect for the relief of Gertrude
Isabel Clark.—Honourable Mr. Haydon.

Bill G2, an Act for the relief of Helen
Seymour O'Connor—Honourable Mr. Hay-
don.

Bill H2, an Act for the relief of Yetta
Selma Trachsell—Honourable Mr. Haydon.

Bill 12, an Act for the relief of Alexander
Dewar.—Honourable Mr. Haydon.

Bill J2, an Act for the relief of Florence
Burrell—Honourable Mr. Haydon.

- The Senate adjourned until to-morrow at
3 p.m.
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THE SENATE

Thursday, April 15, 1926.

The Senate met at 3 p.m., the Speaker in
the Chair.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE SENATE
MOTION

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND moved:

That when the Senate adjourns to-day it do stand
adjourned until May 4th next, at 8 p.m.

The motion was agreed to.

NATIONAL TRANSCONTINENTAL
RAILWAY—GRAIN HAULED
MOTION FOR RETURN

Hon. Mr. TANNER: Honourable gentle-
men, the House having decided not to meet
to-morrow, I ask leave to move the motion
which appears in my name on to-morrow’s
Order Paper. It is:

That an order of the House do issue;

For a return in respect to grain hauled over the
National Transcontinental Railway during each of the
years (crop years) 1923-4, and 1924-5, showing

(a) From what points and to what destinations the
grain was hauled, and

(b) The rates of freight charged in respect to such
grain.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I do not know
how long it will take to get this information
or what labour it will involve, but naturally I
agree to the motion of my honourable friend.
Sometimes the information asked for by a
member is so voluminous and so costly to
compile that, in order to save cost to the
country, the member is requested to look in-
to the records for himself. I do not know
whether this is such a case or not, but I
remind my honourable friend of that pro-
cedure because I know he is as desirous as
I am of reducing the cost to the country of
any return asked for.

Hon. Mr. TANNER: I may explain to
my honourable friend that I have made the
motion to cover only the two years, and this
morning the Department of Railways in-
formed me that there would be no difficulty
in getting the information I want.

The motion was agreed to.

DIVORCE BILLS
FIRST, SECOND _AND THIRD READINGS
Bill L3, an Act for the relief of George
Guthrie—Hon. Mr. Fisher.

Bill M3, an Act for the relief of Lily Stead.
—Hon. Mr. Fisher.
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Bill N3, an Act for the relief of Alice Grace
Hopkins.—Hon. Mr. Fisher.

Bill 03, an Aect for the relief of Vera
Catherine Searle—Hon. G. V. White.

Bill P3, an Act for the relief of Sidney
Charles Frost—Hon. G. V. White.

THIRD READINGS

Bill B, an Act for the relief of Elizabeth
Gertrude Orr—Hon. Mr. Willoughby.

Bill C, an Act for the relief of Melville
James Andrews—Hon. Mr. Willoughby.

Bill D, an Act for the relief of Harry
Reginald Oddy.—Hon. Mr. Willoughby.

Bill E, an Act for the relief of Mildred
Roxie Horner—Hon. Mr. Willoughby.

Bill F, an Act for the relief of Frances
Muriel Burnet—Hon. Mr. Willoughby.

Bill G, an Act for the relief of Ada Toms.
—Hon. Mr. Willoughby.

Bill H, an Act for the relief of Vera Sand-
erson—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill I, an Act for the relief of Noel Leslie
Deuxbury.—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill J, an Act for the relief of Lillian May
O’Reilly—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill K, an Act for the relief of Jean Vie-
toria Dillane.—~Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill I, an Act for the relief of Ethel Alberta
Barker—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill M, an Act for the relief of Annie Hazel
McCausland.—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill N, an Act for the relief of Sterling
LeRoy Spicer—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill O, an Act for the relief of Amy Bell
Corney.—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill P, an Act for the relief of David Frank
Crosier—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill Q, an Act for the relief of Ethel Gildea
Nye Brown—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill R, an Act for the relief of Edward
Thomas Faragher—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill S, an act for the relief of Bertha Viola
Lidkea.—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill T, an Act for the relief of Mike Ayoub,
otherwise known as Michael Ayoub.—Hon.
Mr. Haydon.

Bill U, an Act for the relief of Alice Marion
McGinley—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill V, an Act for the relief of Harold
Edgar Perinchief—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill W, an Act for the relief of Hendel
Tuerner Lubrinetsky—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill X, an Act for the relief of Paul Hugh
Turnbull—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill Y, an Act for the relief of Helen Elby
Pollington—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill Z, an Act for the relief of Alexander
Stewart.—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill A2, an Act for the relief of William
Melville Moore—Hon. Mr. Haydon.
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Bill B2, an Act for the relief of John Samuel
Milligan—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill C2, an Act for the relief of Marion
Richardson.—~Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill D2, an Act for the relief of Isadore
Boadner—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill E2, an Act for the relief of William
Albert Thomas—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill F2, an Act for the relief of Gertrude
Isabel Clark—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill G2, an Act for the relief of Helen
Seymour O’Connor—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill H2, an Act for the relief of Yetta Selma
Trachsell—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill I2, an Act for the relief of Alexander
Dewar—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill J2, an Act for the relief of Florence
Burrell—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

SECOND AND THIRD READINGS

Bill K2, an Act for the relief of Edith
Marion Byam.—Hon. Mr. Mulholland.

Bill L2, an Act for the relief of Charles
Davidson—Hon. Mr., Mulholland.

Bill M2, an Act for the relief of Doris
Selina Irvin—~Hon, Mr, Mulholland.

Bill N2, an Act for the relief of Frank John
Davis—Hon. Mr. Mulholland.

Bill 02, an Act for the relief of John Nor-
man Smith MleMurray.——Hon. Mr. Fisher.

Bill P2, an Act for the relief of Archie
Claire MeclIntyre—Hon. W. B. Ross.

Bill Q2, an Act for the relief of Mabel
Elizabeth Harcourt.—I{on. Mr. Pope.

Bill R2, an Act for the relief of Louise
Gordon Pook.—Hon. Mr. Pope.

Bill 82, an Act for the relief of Elizabeth
Harriet Cole—Hon, Mr, Pope.

Bill T2, an Act for the relief of Gertrude
Burnside—Hon. J. II. Ross.

Bill U2, an Act for the relief of Cora Mae
Murray —Hon. Mr. Pardee.

Bill V2, an Aect for the relief of Janet
Thornhill Gorrie—Hon. Mr. Pardee.

Bill W2, an Aect for the relief of Lillian
DuBord Bulloch—Hoa, Smeaton White.

Bill X2, an Act for the relief of Henrietta
Schierholtz—Hon. Mr. Taylor.

Bill Y2, an Act for the relief of Maude
Elizabeth Gilroy—Hon. Mr, Taylor.

Bill Z2, an Act for the relief of Richard
Howard Buckley.—Hon, Mr. Taylor.

Bill A3, an Act for the relief of William
George Darlington.—Hon. Mr. Taylor.

Bill B3, an Act for the relief of Arthur
Watson—Hon. Mr. Taylor.

Bill C3, an Act for the relief of Frances
Marjorie Warren—Hon. Mr, Taylor. :

Bill D3, an Act for the relief of Charles
Douglas Palmer—Hon. Mr. Robertson.
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Bill E3, an Act for the relief of Beatrice
Isobel Lamontagne.—Hon, Mr. Robertson.

Bill ¥3, an Act for the relief of Jane John-
ston Mitchell Wells-—1Ion. Sir Edward Kemp.

Bill G3, an Act for the relief of Jeremiah
Gibbs—Hon. Mr. Smith.

Bill H3, an Act for the relief of Caroline
Elizabeth Risbridger—Hon. Mr. Smith.

Bill J3, an Act for the relief of Cassie
Woodley.—~Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill X3, an Act for the relief of Isabella
Freeman.—Hon. Mr. Lewis.

PENSION FUND SOCIETIES BILL
THIRD READING

Bill A, an Act to provide for changing the
names of certain Pension Fund Societies—
Hon. Mr. Béique.

The Senate adjourned until Tuesday, May
4, at 8 p.m.

THE SENATE

Tuesday, May 4, 1926.

The Senate met at 8 p.m., the Speaker in
the Chair.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

MACHINE GUNS FOR 49th BATTALION
INQUIRY
Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH inquired of the

Government:

It is alleged that in 1915 the citizens of Edmonton
subscribed the sum of $5,000 for the purpose of
purchasing machine guns for the 49th Battalion; that
such funds were forwarded to the Department of
Militia and Defence at Ottawa; and that the said
Battalion was not supplied with any machine guns
out of these funds.

What disposition was made of these funds by the
Government ?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: The sum of
$4000 was donated by the citizens of Ed-
monton for the purchase of machine guns, and
the Government purchased the necessary
machine guns for the troops at the front.

EXPERIMENTAL FARMS AND
EXHIBITIONS IN QUEBEC

INQUIRY

Hon. Mr. POPE inquired of the Govern-
ment:

1. What is the annual expenditure and revenue of
the Lennoxville Experimental Farm, the Ste. Anne
Experimental Farm, and the Pont Rouge Experimental
Farm?

2. What salaries are paid annually on the Pont
Rouge Experimental Farm, and to whom?

3. What is the auto service expense on each farm?
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4. What amount of money was granted to Sher-
brooke, Three Rivers and Quebec exhibitions?

5. Have the Government any representatives on any
of those boards; if so, who, and what salary do they
receive, and is the salary paid by the exhibitions or
by the Government?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND:
1. For the year ending March 31, 1925:

Lennoxville Ste. Anne *Cap Rouge
Total Revenues—

$15,539.74 $ 5,267.48 $11,653.25
Salaries and wages—

32,861.71 28,869.02 43,312.87
Other expenses—

21,010.32 16,256.45 34,291.13
Buildings and repairs—

6271723 5,811.04 12,888.53

Total expenditures—

59,149.26 50,936.51 90,492.53

*The revenues and expenditures for Cap
Rouge also include the horse farm at St.
Joachim, which is operated under the Super-
intendent at Cap Rouge.

2.
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The above are for the year ending March

31, 1925.

3. Lennoxville: $185.86, including gas, oil,
tires, renewals and repairs.

Ste. Anne Farm: gas and oil, $145.50; re-
newals, $37.95; license, $24.20. Total, $20765.
Total mileage, 5,588.

Ste. Anne Laboratory:
mileage, 3,000.

Cap Rouge: Ford auto delivery wagon,
$167.40. There is no government-owned
passenger car at this farm.- The usual mile-
age ‘allowance is made to the Superintendent
for the use of his personal car whenever
necessary for farm purposes. The following
figures are for the year ending March 31,
1926: total mileage, 7,367; total cost, $957.91.

4. Fiscal year 1925-26:

Sherbrooke—$5,000 grant;

prizes.

Three Rivers—$5,000 grant.

Quebec—$8,000 grant.

$15844. Total

$852.50 special
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5. Yes. Dr. G. A. Langelier, Superinten-
dent of the Experimental Station, Cap Rouge,
Que., represents the Federal Department of
Agriculture on the Quebec Exhibition Com-
mission. Dr. Langelier receives no additional
salary from the Department for acting in this
capacity, and the Department has no
knowledge as to whether or not Dr. Langelier
receives any honorarium from the Quebec
Exhibition for acting as a Commissioner.
Mr. J. A. McClary, Superintendent of the
Experimental Station, Lennoxville, Que., is
president of the Sherbrooke Exhibition, but
he does not represent the Department on the
Exhibition Board.

HUDSON BAY RAILWAY
INQUIRY

Hon. Mr. FOSTER inquired of the Govern-
ment:

‘Whether they have secured the advice of the
President and competent officials of the Government
Railways with regard to the building of the Hudson
Bay Railway, and, if so, who were such officials, and
what was the advice given?

He said: Before my honourable {friend
answers the inquiry of which I gave notice the
other day I would like to say that when I gave
that notice I deemed it advisable that certain
information should be received by this House
in regard to that railway. Since giving my
notice however, I have been informed that
a similar inquiry was made in another place,
and a return was brought down giving certain
information. I have not had an opportunity
of reading and studying that return, and I
would be obliged if my honourable friend
would allow this inquiry to stand so that I
may see what information has been brought
down, and whether it coincides with what I
desired.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Is my honour-
able friend under the impression that the

other inquiry was on the same line as his

own?

Hon. Mr. FOSTER:
was.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I ask that be-
cause I saw an answer in regard to the prob-
able cost of the building of the road, but it
did not bear on the question of policy which
my honourable friend now raises.

Hon. Mr. FOSTER: It was not so much
a question of policy that I wanted to raise,
but I wished to learn what information the
Government had from their officials in regard
to the cost, and everything else connected
with that new construction. Without having
seen the return that was brought down in an-

Hon. Mr! DANDURAND.

I was told that it

other place, I understand that the officials
have made certain reports to the Government.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Then I would
suggest to my honourable friend that he
should drop his question now, and draft it
in a different form, because as he now puts it
he would not obtain the information which he
is seeking.

Hon. Mr. FOSTER:
do so.

I am quite willing to

The question was dropped.

SUMAS LAKE DOMINION LANDS
MOTION

Hon. Mr. TAYLOR moved:

That a humble Address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor General praying that His
Exceliency will cause to be laid before the Senate
copy of any agreement between the Government of
Canada, or any department thereof and the Govern-
ment of the Province of British Columbia for the
transfer to the Government of British Columbia or
to any persons on their behalf or at their instance
of vacant Dominion lands underlying or abutting upon
Sumas Lake; together with all correspondence and all
Orders in Council relating to said transfer or proposed
transfer or to any matters arising therefrom. Also
for a copy of any accounts received from said
Provincial Government of the proceeds of any sales
of Dominion lands so aecquired and of any expense
incurred by the Province in connection with the
reclamation of lands included in the proposed transfer.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I have no
objection to this motion being adopted, but
of course I do not know whether all the in-
formation which my honourable friend is ask-
ing for is available, or if such correspondence
and documents exist, but I suppose that the
answer will disclose this.

Hon. Mr. TAYLOR: My impression is
that the answer to this will be very short.
I do not think there is anything voluminous
involved.

The motion was agreed to.

SIXTIETH ANNIVERSARY OF
CONFEDERATION

PROPOSED CELEBRATION

Hon JOHN LEWIS moved:

Resolved, that it is expedient that preparations be
made for the celebration of the sixtieth anniversary
of the Confederation of the provinces of Canada.

He said: Honourable gentlemen, if there
were business of a more urgent character on
the Orders to-day I should be willing to re-
frain from presenting this motion, dealing with
a matter which may be described as some-
what academic and sentimental; but, inas-
much as there is before us only what the in-
dustry of the Divorce Committee has pro-
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vided for us, we may properly introduce the
matter, I hope to be able to show that it is
of some practical importance; and it seems to
me espécially appropriate that a matter of
this kind, dealing as it does with history,
should be discussed by this body, which con-
tains a very considerable number of those
who have at least a boyish recollection of the
period to which it relates.

Less importance is usually attached to a
sixtieth anniversary than to a fiftieth or a
hundredth; but, after all, these divisions are
merely arbitrary, and are adopted for pur-
poses of convenience. In this case there is a
special reason for a departure from custom.
A celebration was planned for the fiftieth an-
niversary, but was interrupted by the Great
War. We were then too much occupied by
the anxieties of the present to be able to
give much thought to the past. Now, unless
we are to wait for the hundredth, which
probably few of us will see, we have an oppor-
tunity to do in 1927 what we planned to do in
1917.

Is there any practical value in these cele-
brations? Well, experience seems to show
that they satisfy some craving of human na-
ture. No one regards as an idle ceremony the
celebrations of Christmas, or Easter, or
Thanksgiving Day. Our neighbours celebrate

the anniversary of their independence with
fireworks and oratory on a huge scale. We
may think that they are too exuberant. Cer-

tainly we in Canada go to the opposite ex-
treme. Dominion Day in Canada, though
observed as a holiday, is hardly celebrated
at all as a national anniversary. Eleven days
afterwards, in Toronto, and I suppose in other
Protestant communities, the anniversary of a
battle in Ireland nearly 240 years ago is
celebrated with an exuberance rivalling that
of the fourth of July on the other side. On
Dominion Day the maple leaf is hardly in
evidence at all. But on St. Patrick’s Day
the shamrock is worn by many of us in whose
veins there is no Irish biood, St. George’s Day
for the English, St. Andrew’s Day for the
Scottish, St. David’s Day for the Welsh, all
receive more attention at our hands than the
anniversary of the birth of our own nation. I
have no objection to these celebrations, so
long as they perpetuate no ill-will or revive
the memory of no ancient feuds. But I do
feel that we ought to do a little more cele-
brating for ourselves, in a sensible way.

A visitor from the United States who spent
some years in Toronto described us as an
inarticulate people, and I have heard the same
remark from an Englishman, a thinking man,
who has made his home among us. “Does it

matter?”’ I may be asked. Well, does any
celebration matter? Are Imperialists right or
wrong in making provision for the celebration
of Empire Day? My own notion is that the
Imperialists are shrewd practical men and
women, and that we might very well take a
leaf out of their book. Do we need any such
aid to patriotism? I agree that even without
such aids much is being done. All good and
useful work, on the farm or in the factory, or
office, or pulpit, or school, is patriotic. We
are all working for Canada as well as our-
selves, and I think that it may be fairly said
that Canadians, if inarticulate in speech, are
arficulate in deeds that redound to the benefit
of their country. Yet I think there is need
for a little more self-conscious patriotism.
We are a nation in the making, with a small
population scattered over a vast area. We have
in the east a population divided not very
unequally between those of French and those
of British descent. We have in the west,
besides a large British element, large elements
drawn from the continent of Europe, creating
a problem which is described in the United
States as the melting pot. I rather dislike the
phrase as expressing too mechanical a process,
but I recognize the necessity of blending these
elements into a common Canadianism. We
were once threatened with a racial cleavage
between those of British and those of French
descent. That danger, I believe, is now much
less than in the past, and a great deal of pro-
gress has been made in establishing friendly
relations. We are now threatened with a
cleavage on economic and geographical lines.
We heard much of discontent in the West,
and more recently of discontent in the Mar-
itime Provinces. We have even heard talk of
secession, which I take as not expressing a
serious purpose, but only an emphatic way of
showing discontent. I am aware that for this
there must be remedies more practical than
celebrations. But much depends upon the
atmosphere in which the question is dis-
cussed, and from that point of view we ought
not to neglect the aid of any national and
unifying sentiment, such as may be evoked
by a worthy celebration of our natal day.
Have we anything to celebrate? Is there
anything in our history calculated to awaken
national pride? In my opinion there are
few countries which can show a history richer
in picturesque and romantic elements, or in
political instruction, In the early period of

French rule we have a great procession of
heroes, soldiers, explorers, missionaries. Con-
the language of

cerning this, I borrow
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Parkman, which is much more eloquent than
my own, and which gives a picture of that
period :

The French dominion is a memory of the past;
and when we evoke its departed shades, they rise
upon us from their graves in strange romantic guise.
Again their ghostly camp fires seem to burn, and the
fitful light is cast around on lord and vassal and
black robed priest, mingled with wild forms of savage
warriors, knit in close fellowship on the same stern
errand. A boundless vision grows upon us; an
untamed continent; vast wastes of forest verdure,
mountains silent in primeval sleep; river, lake and
glimmering pool; wilderness oceans mingling with the
sky. Such was the domain which France conquered
for civilization. Plumed helmets gleamed in the shade
of its forests, priestly vestments in its dens and
fastnesses of ancient barbarism. Men steeped in
antique learning, pale with the close breath of the
cloister, here spent the noon and evening of their
lives, ruled savage hordes with a mild, parental sway,
and stood serene before the direst shapes of death.
Men of courtly nunture, heirs to the polish of a
far-reaching ancestry, here with their dauntless hardi-
hood put to shame the boldest sons of toil.

There follows the long conflict between
England and France, concerning which I care

to remember only the heroism displayed on
both sides.

Then we see the incoming of the English-‘

speaking settlers, United Empire Loyalists
and immigrants from the British islands, ex-
hibiting that instinet for pioneering which
was shown by the French and may be re-
garded as a distinctive Canadian faculty. Our
French-Canadian citizens have it to a very
remarkable degree, as illustrated in a famous
novel of our time, “Maria Chapdelaine”:

To clear the land; that is the great expression of
the ecountry, which deseribes all that lies of hard
toil between the poverty of the wild woods and the
final fertility of ploughed and sowed fields. Samuel
Chapdelaine spoke of it with a flame of enthusiasm
and elation in his eyes.

It was a passion with him; the passion of a man
made for clearing rather than for tilling the land.
Five times already since his young days he had
taken a conecession, built a house, a stable, and a
barn, and out of the sheer woods fashioned a
prosperous farm; and five times he sold this farm,
to go and begin all over again farther away to the
north, quickly discouraged, losing all interest and all
ardour once the first heavy labour was at an end,
as soon as many neighbours arrived, and the country
began to be settled and opened up. Some understood
him; others thought him more enterprising than
prudent, and they kept saying that if he had known
how to stay in one place, he and his would now
be at their ease.

The next picture I would like to give you
is of the English-speaking settler in Upper
Canada, Let me borrow from the historian
MecMullen :

The backwoodsman whose fortunes are cast in the
remote inland settlements of the present day, far
removed from churches, destitute of ministers of the
Gospel and medical men, without schools, or roads,
or the many conveniences that make life desirable,
can alone appreciate or even understand the numerous
difficulties and hardships that beset the first settler
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among the ague-swamps of Western Canada. The
clothes on his back, with a rifle or old musket and
a well tempered axe, were not infrequently the full
extent of his worldly possessions. Thus lightly
equipped, he took possession of his two hundred acres
of closely-timbered forest land and commenced
operations. The welkin rings again with the vigorous
strokes, as huge tree after tree is assailed and tumbled
to earth; and the sun presently shines in upon the
little clearing. The best of the logs are pantially
squared and serve to build a shanty; the remainder
are given to the flames. Now the rich mould, the
accummulation of centuries of decayed vegetation, is
gathered into little hillocks, into which potatoes are
dibbled. Indian corn is planted in another direction,
and perhaps a little wheat. If married, the lonely
couple struggle on in their forest oasis like the
solitary traveller over the sands of Sahara or a boat
adrift on the Atlantic. The nearest neighbour lives

miles off, and when sickness comes they have to
travel far through the forest to eclaim human
sympathy. But fortunately our nature, with elastic

temperament, adapts itself to circumstances. By and
by the potatoes peep up, and the corn-blades modestly
show themselves around the charred maple stumps and
girdled pines, and the prospect of the sufficiency of
food gives consolation. As winter approaches, a deer
now and then adds to the comforts of the solitary
people. Such were the mass of the first settlers in
Western Canada.

Goldwin Smith says in the same ccanee-
tion:

This was the heroic era before politics, unrecorded
in any annals, which has left of itself no monument
other than the fair country won by those obscure
husbandmen from the wilderness, or perhaps, here and
there, a grassy mound, by this time mnearly levelled
with the surrounding soil, in which, after their life’s
partnership of toil and endurance, the pioneer and his
wife rest side by side.

The rough lot, we trust, was cheered by health
and hope, while the loneliness and mutual need of
support would knit closer the tie of conjugal affection.
To the memory of conquerors who devastate the earth,
and of politicians who vex the life of its denizens
with their struggles for power and place, we raise
sumptuous monuments; to the memory of those whe
by their toil and endurance have made it fruitful we
can raise none. But civilization, while it enters into
the heritage which the pioneers prepared for it, may
at least look with gratitude on their lowly graves.

Mr. Goldwin Smith is perhaps unduly
severe on the politicians, but he does no more
than justice to the pioneers. Politicians or
statesmen are entitled to credit for the work
they did in establishing self-government in
the political sense. But the pioneers had
already won self-government in the larger
sense. When men and women abandon the
comfort, the security, the companionship, the
beaten path of an old civilization, striking out
into the forest with axe and gun and a little
supply of food, clear their own farms, build
their own houses, raise their own food, and
even make their own clothing, they are
already self-governing to a larger extent than
most of those whom they left at home—to a
larger extent than those of us who live com-
paratively sheltered lives, and walk in the
smooth paths of civilization which the pioneers
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dug out. We talk of such men as belonging
to an “infant community” which needs to be

gradually educated into self-government. But .

that involves an error. For such self-reliant
people it was not so much tyranny as mere
nonsense to talk of their being governed by
statesmen and officials living in far different
conditions thousands of miles away.

Out of this condition a large immigration
of English-speaking people was added to a
large French Canadian population.

Then arose a problem which was constantly
appearing for many years, occasioned by the
difference in race and largely in religion
between British and French. It was at some
times acute, more rarely dangerous, but it
was faced by wise statesmanship and common
sense, and I think it may be said that, if not
absolutely solved, it is in a fair way towards
solution. The two races combined in the
struggle for self-government. It was a Liberal
achievement, but I am still more proud to
know that it wasa distinctly Canadian achieve-
ment. For while I grudge no credit to Lord
Durham for his wisdom, foresight and courage,
I cannot forget that the workable part of the
programme, namely responsible government,
was originated by the Canadian Reformers,
while they were not responsible for that which
proved to be unworkable, namely the assimila-
tion of the French-Canadians by the people
of our race.

It is matter of history that the old legis-
lative union founded upon that idea proved
to be unworkable and in the effort to find a
remedy we had the movement leading up to
Confederation. It was due in part to the
disputes between Upper and Lower Canada,
which finally caused something like paralysis
in government; partly to the need for new
channels of trade, due to the abrogation of
the reciprocity treaty with the United States;
and partly to the need for better means of
defence, as to which we had been notified by
the British authorities that we must rely more
upon ourselves.

I will not detain you by recounting the
difficulties which were overcome. They were
overcome and Confederation was achieved by
the skill and public spirit of men of both
political parties. By federalizing the union
they substituted for a rigid bond a bond
elastic enough to admit of expansion east-
ward to the Atlantic and westward to the
Pacific. The feeble, isolated and distracted
colonies of 1864 have given place to a com-
monwealth which, if not in strictness a nation,
possesses all the elements and possibilities of
nationality, with a territory open on three
sides to the ocean, lying in the highway of
the world’s commerce, and capable of sup-

porting a population as large as that of the
British Islands. Confederation was the first
and greatest step in that process of expansion.
I say without hesitation that it has been a
success. There have been periods of slow
growth and of discouragement. But these
are mere eddies in the stream of our history.
The cure for despondency is to look not at
the eddy but at the stream; to let our minds
rest not on short periods but on long periods.
I will not weary you with statistics, but I
invite you to compare for yourselves the con-
ditions of 1867 with those of 1926. And I
may say that you may conveniently do that
by referring to the booklet which has been
distributed among you, “Five Thousand Facts
About Canada,” by Mr, Frank Yeigh, as well
as to the Year Book and other Government
publications. Look at the growth in area; in
population; in railway mileage and railway
business; in agriculture; in manufacturing in-
dustry; in domestic and external trade; in
insurance; in provision for education; and
vour hearts will be filled with gratitude for
the past and hope for the future. TLook at
the growth of provision for defence. In 1867
there was grave anxiety as to whether Can-
ada could defend herself in case of a war
originating on this continent, and as to
whether it might require the protection of
the Mother Country. Fifty years later we find
Canada more than self-sustaining in regard
to defence. I say this advisedly, because I
take direct issue with those who say that this
country is sponging upon Great Britain for
defence. Canada has been giving rather than
receiving protection, and more than fulfilling
Sir John Macdonald’s prediction:

Instead of looking upon us as a merely dependent
colony, England will have in us a driendly nation—
a subordinate, but still a powerful people—to stand
by her in North America, in peace or in war.

Observe that phrase, “North America,”
showing that even Sir John Macdonald was
thinking only of local defense in Canada and
not even contemplating the possibility of
Canada taking a tremendous part in European
war. I do not dwell upon this, because our
part in the war is being amply commemorated
by Armistice Day and by monuments erected
all over Canada, and because our sorrow and
pride are fresh in our memory.

It is not for me or for this House or for
Parliament to dictate the mode of celebration.
The Canadian Ciubs have been giving much
attention to this matter, and I hope to see
Parliament co-operating with this and other
agencies. 1 approve of the suggestion that

the celebrations should not be confined to one
place, but should be nation-wide, so that no
city or town or village should be neglected.
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I would like to add one more suggestion of
my own. The anniversary of Confederation
falls upon a day which opens the summer
vacation, when it is difficult to induce people
to gather in large numbers for any sort of
speechmaking and ceremonial. Therefore I
would not have the celebration confined to
that day. I would like to see it give colour
to the whole year. I would like to see it
impressed upon the minds and hearts of the
young people in our schools. I would like to
see it emphasized on Arbor Day, when we
invite people to plant trees, in Save the
Forest Week, when we plead with them to
save the forests from destruction. I would
like to see it made a feature of our exhibitions
and fall fairs, as it is proposed to do in
Toronto. For these exhibitions are landmarks
of our progress in peaceful industry.

Arbor Day, Fire Protection Week, and the
autumn exhibitions and fairs, all spring from
the impulse of promoting growth and con-
struction, and my desire would be to make
that the dominating theme of the celebration.
I do not want to see the impulse evaporate in
fireworks and speeches, but to be a means
of quickening as well as celebrating the pro-
gress of our country, of interesting the young
and the newcomers in our history, and of
promoting the unity of our nation.

Hon. R. DANDURAND: Honoursble
gentlemen, I think 1 express the views of ali
who have listened to the statements of the
honourable gentleman from Toronto in saying
that we are grateful to him for bringing this
matter before the Senate. He has asked him-
self and has asked us if we should not take
advantage of this recurring anniversary to
bring to the attention of Canadians the
achievement of Confederation. It seems to
me that we might well declare that there
should be held every ten years a special cele-
bration which would remind the younger
generation of what has been accomplished by
their fathers and their forefathers; and be-
cause we have a large number of people who
have come to Canada within the last twenty-
five years, it is important that they, as well
as their children growing up in our midst,
should be made aware of the history of
Canada.

My honourable friend expressed an idea
which was running in my own mind when he
said that the 1st of July was not perhaps the
best day on which to draw the attention of
our people to what Canadians have done
since 1867 and before. It was my idea that
in preparing a programme for that celebration
we ought not to forget the boys and girls in

Hon. Mr. LEWIS,

the schools. I would like to see prizes offered
by the provincial governments to the older
students, either by counties or by provineces,
for the best essays upon Canada and its
history. Thus the young people between the
ages of fourteen and eighteen, as they ap-
proached the close of their studies. would
have their minds directed to what has been
done by Canada. When we listen to a state-
ment of what has been achieved by the very
small population who united in 1867, in de-
veloping this vast territory, we feel proud
of those who have gone before us. We have
still among us some who saw the beginnings
of this Dominion, but the story of the Fathers
of Confederation needs to be told to the
younger generation. I commend the action of
my honourable friend and hope that some-
thing will be done to celebrate the sixtieth
anniversary of Confederation. We might very
well at the same time, resolve to set apart
every ten years a certain period in.which to
pass in review the progress of the country in
the preceding decade.
The motion was agreed to.

POSSESSION OF WEAPONS BILL
FIRST READING
Bill Q3, an Act to amend certain provisions
of the Criminal Code respecting the possession
of weapons—Hon. Mr. Belcourt.
The Senate adjourned until to-morrow at
3 pm., daylight saving time.

THE SENATE

Wednesday, May 5, 1926.

The Senate met at 3 p.m., the Speaker in
the Chair,

Prayers and routine proceedings.

DIVORCE BILLS
FIRST READINGS

Bill R3, an Act for the relief of Joseph
Robert Crow.—Hon. Mr. Mulholland.

Bill 83, an Act for the relief of Stanley
Bennett.—Hon. Mr. Pope.

Bill T3, an Act for the relief of Katherine
Landon Foley—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill U3, an Act for the relief of Edith
Annie Say.—Hon. Lorne C. Webster.

Bill V3, an Act for the relief of Isabella
Stewart Carmichael Wilson—Hon. Mr. Schaff-
ner.

Bill W3, an Act for the relief of May Maud
Mary Johnson.—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill X3, an Act for the relief of Roland
George Wickens—Hon. Mr. Willoughby.
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APPROPRIATION BILL NO. 2
FIRST READING

Bill 96, an Act for granting to His Majesty
a certain sum of money for the public service
of the financial year ending the 31st March,
1927.—Hon. Mr. Dandurand.

SECOND READING POSTPONED

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND moved the second
reading of the Bill.

He said: Honourable gentlemen, this is a
Bill similar to the one which was passed by
this Chamber three or four weeks ago, grant-
ing to His Majesty one-twelfth of the supply
for the fiscal year. This represents a second
twelfth, covering the month of May.

Hon. W. B. ROSS: I think it will have to
stand over until to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: There is no
pressing need to take the second reading now.

Hon. Mr. ROSS: No. I wish to say just
a word or two about the Bill, if it is to
stand over till to-morrow. There is an item,
No. 105, on page 28, which reads:

Hudson Bay Railway, construction and betterments,
$3,000,000.

It would expedite matters to-morrow, I
think, if the honourable leader would be able
to tell us a little about that item and about
the Hudson’s Bay Railway. There are three
or four different notions in this country as
to what the Hudson’s Bay Railway means.
1 suppose that it really means a road from
Hudson Bay Junction to Nelson, or, alter-
natively, from Hudson Bay Junction to
Churchill. Others regard it as a road from
Le Pas only to Churchill; and others again
include in it the harbour and all the equip-
ment of an ocean port. I cannot find out
definitely what it really is. I thought at one
time it was a part of the Canadian National
Railway System. I hope the honourable gen-
tleman may be able to tell us, now or to-
morrow, whether it is an integral part of the
Canadian National System or whether it is
a piece of road that is operated as the old
Intercolonial used to be before it was brought
into the National System by Order in Council.

Then perhaps we can be informed as to the
costs of operating that road. I understand
there is a train run between Le Pas and Stop
214 twice a week, but so far I have not been
able to find any figures or accounts with re-
spect to that.

With regard to the $3,000,000 which is said
to be for construction and betterment, perhaps
the honourable gentleman will be able to give
us an assurance to-morrow that if the Rill
passes as it now stands the Government will

undertake not to spend any part of the
$3,000,000 except on the Hudson Bay road that
is being operated between Hudson Bay Junc-
tion and Stop 214.

Hon. Mr. DANDURANIDD:
Pas—

Hon. Mr. ROSS: I would say that either
one would be correct enough. There is a
road from Hudson Bay Junction to Le Pas
and then from Le Pas to Stop 214. I take
it that the road from Hudson Bay Junction
to Le Pas is in fairly good condition. The
other road, from Le Pas to Stop 214, is the
line on which I think there is a train twice
a week. We shall understand the situation
better if we can get that assurance from the
Government, that no part of the appropria-
tion that we are voting will be expended
outside of the road; whether between Le Pas
and Stop 214, or between Hudson Bay Junc-
tion and Stop 214; I do not care which.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Perhaps I can
now give my honourable friend some in-
formation, which I may supplement to-mor-
row. The railway is built and operated to a
certain point, but as to the form or extent
of the operation I cannot give precise in-
formation. I will give that to-morrow.

Right Hon. Sir GEORGE E. FOSTER
My honourable friend says, “to a certain
point.” What point is that, please?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Of course I
have not been on the spot. When I speak
of the Hudson Bay Railway I always see it
from Le Pas northward.

Right Hon. Sir GEORGE. E. FOSTER :
From Le Pas?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: From Le Pas
northward.

Hon. Mr. GORDON : Is it not from Le Pas
to Mileage 214?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I have no pre-
cise data at hand. I will get the information
for my honourable friends to-morrow. From
the end of steel to Nelson the road has been
graded; so that construction on the 90 miles
that need to be completed is already far ad-
vanced, inasmuch as the roadbed is ready.
The rail has yet to be laid, and there are
perhaps some small rivers to cross. However,
I shall give my honourable friends precise
information to-morrow.

The road does not form part of the Canadian
National Railway System. It is still controlled
and administered by the Government of Can-

Between Le
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ada and is under the direct supervision of
the Minister of Railways. As for the work
of maintenance and completion—I would
rather say at present the maintenance work
—the Minister of Railways has asked the
Canadian National Railway authorities to
proceed with it for him, because they have
the equipment and can do it to far better
advantage than any outside party. The work
that they do is controlled by the Government
Engineer, and they are proceeding under the
direction and with the concurrence of the
Minister of Railways as advised by his own
staff. I think I stated the other day—or, if
I did not, I had it in mind—that the sums
that are being voted, the twelfth for last
month and most probably the twelfth for this
month, would have to be spent anyway on
maintenance work on that part of the line on
which rail has been laid. The work is pro-
ceeding under the general authority of Par-
liament, because, as honourable gentlemen
know, all the Governments that have becen
in power since 1902 or 1904 have accepted
the policy of building the railway, and have
proceeded with the concurrence of both
branches of Parliament to do that work. The
amounts that are now asked are therefore
being voted on a principle and a policy ap-
proved by Parliament for the last 22 or 24
vears. There is absolutely nothing new in
the fact that a certain sum is included in a
general supply bill, except that, as has been
stated, the Government intend now to proceed
diligently to complete the road, and have
already presented some figures to the other
Branch of Parliament regarding the cost. I
understand that these figures are being re-
examined closely, in order that Parliament
may have as accurate an estimate as possible
of the cost of finishing the road to Nelson.
The figures which I saw in the press were
given a week or two ago, but the Minister
of Railways tells me that within a few days
he will give me some authoritative figures
which will be in his opinion the nearest ap-
proach to an estimate.

Hon. Mr. SCHAFFNER: Can my honour-
able friend give us, to-day or to-morrow, in-
formation as to what amount of money will
be required to put the road from Le Pas to
Mileage 214 in a reasonably good condition?
Does my honourable friend understand what I
would like to know?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Yes.

Hon. Mr. TANNER: In connection with
this enterprise I have frequently seen it stated
that certain funds in existence, or prospective
funds from some source, are ear-marked. I

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

have never seen any explanation of just what
that means. I would be very pleased if my
honourable friend could give an explanation
to-morrow of that ear-marking.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I may say that
I saw a statement that a certain area of land
had been ear-marked, and the proceeds from
the sale of this land were to be devoted to the
building of the railway. I read in the news-
papers a statement from a member of the
other House to the effect that already $16,000,-
000 worth of land had been sold and $12,000.-
000 collected. That was the first news I had,
and those figures were the first to come to my
notice. However, T will try to get that in-
formation.

Hon. Mr. SCHAFFNER: Has the $12,000,-
000 been used?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Yes, $20,000,000
was spent on the railway, and $6,000,000 on
the terminals,

Hon. Mr. TANNER: I have seen those
figures, but what I am anxious to do is to
get back to the source, if it can be done.

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON: I would like to
inquire if the House is to understand that
that vote of $3,000,000, designated as for
betterment and construction, is also being used
for maintenance of the 200 odd miles now in
operation?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I would rather
postpone my answer until to-morrow, in order
to have exact data as to what is being done,
if some work has been started already, be-
cause no work has been started this present
season.

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON: I understood my
honourable friend a minute ago to indicate
that the twelfth of this vote was now neces-
sary in order that the maintenance work on
the existing line now in operation might be
kept up. The thought occurs, whether there
is some division as between the money voted
for maintenance and money voted for better-
ment and construction.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I had the state-
ment of the Deputy Minister of Railways and
Canals a few weeks ago that the twelfth which
was voted last month, and double that amount,
would be needed for necessary maintenance
work. I simply use the words as he gave
them to me, but 1 cannot say exactly what
it covers,

Hon. W. B. ROSS: As I understand it, the
honourable gentleman will try to give us to-:
morrow the full cost of the railway to Nelson;
that will include putting the whole line into
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working condition from Le Pas to Nelson.
But I hope he will not lose sight of my ques-
tion. He may regard it as hypothetical, but
it is important to me, and T trust he may be
able to tell us whether, in the event of our
passing this vote as it stands, we can have
the assurance from him, on behalf of the
Government, that the expenditure of that item
will be confined to the road between Le Pas
and Stop 214, leaving any provision for the
road beyond Stop 214 to be settled by another
vote, or another Bill.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Oh, I hope that
the $3,000,000 will absolutely complete the
road to Nelson.

Hon. 'W. B. ROSS: But that is not what
I mean. For myself, I would be willing, I
think, to vote for what is necessary to keep
the road in condition from Te Pas to Ston
214, but not to vote for an expenditure
beyond Stop 214; so that if this $3,000,000
means a road all the way to the Bay I would
like to know that to-morrow, or whether the
Government will be prepared to say: “If you
give us this interim vote we will confine our
expenditure to the 214 miles between Le Pas
and the end of the track.”

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: That is to say,
the one-twelfth that this comprises?

Hon. W. B. ROSS: Yes.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I do not know;
I will have to bring that to the notice of the
Railway Department.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL: When the Minister
speaks again on this subject I trust he will
be able to inform us as to the views of the
Government in regard to this railway—
whether they intend to treat it as a coloniza-
tion railway, or as a road which, after reach-
ing Nelson, will have to be completed by
harbour terminals, the creation of a fleet to
navigate those waters, and the enormous ex-
pense which will be entailed in endeavouring
to make it a port of call as a mercantile
route for freight and passengers, especially
freight. I think we would like to have the
views of the Government on those points. For
my own part, it would make a great difference
in my view if the road were to be merely a
colonization road. Whether or not I wouid

vote in favour of it, would depend, in fact,
on whether it was to be a colonization road,
purely and simply, or whether, after reaching
Nelson, the intention would be to make it
one of the routes to Europe, entailing the
enormous expense that will be necessarily in-

volved if it is to be completed as a route for
navigation purposes through Hudson Bay and
Hudson Strait. I hope the honourable Min-
ister will be able to satisfy our curiosity in
that respect.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I will try to
bring that statement to my honourable friend.
Of course, I know what has been the stand
taken by my honourable friend in the past. i §
think he sat on the Committee from this
Chamber which unanimously declared in
favour of the building of the road, and he
was somewhat nervous and diffident as to
the navigability of Hudson Bay.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL: That report was not
at all unanimous, though it was passed by a
majority in this Chamber. It was carried cn
division.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I do not know
if it was on division; by our Minutes it ap-
pears as if the report had been passed unani-
mously. I would not claim, however, that the
Senate did pass it unanimously, because I
know that my honourable friend from De
Lanaudiere (Hon. Mr. Casgrain) and my
honourable friend from St. John (Hon. Mr.
Daniel) were not very agreeable to the idea,
because they were not convinced of the
navigability of Hudson Strait.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL: I showed very plainly
in my remarks that the report as brought in
and passed by a majority of this Chamber
was not substantiated by the evidence that
was given before the Committee.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Well, we will
try, since we have the experience of the cost
of the port of St. John and of that of Halifax,
not to fall into the same pit.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL: But you do not have
to build a special fleet to go to those ports,
as you must do if you want to go to Nelson.

Ordered that the motion for the second
reading of the Bill be placed on the Order
Paper for to-morrow.

PRIVATE BILLS
FIRST READINGS

Bill 4, an ‘Act respecting the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company—Hon. Mr. Will-
oughby.

Bill 5, an Act respecting the Interprovineial
and James Bay Railway Company.—Hon. Mr.
Gordon.

Bill 18, an Act to change the name of the
Dominion Express Company to “Canadian
Pacific Express Company.”—Hon. Mr. Hay-
don.
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)

RETURN OF DOCUMENTS TO G.W.V.A.
MOTION

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT moved:

That the documents referred to as Exhibits A, B
and C to the statutory declaration of Albert Henry
Yetman,  secretary-treasurer, Manitoba Provincial
Command of tthe Great War Veterans’ Association,
filed during the enquiry of the Special Committee on
the Administration of the Canteen and Disablement
Funds, ete., be returned to the said association.

The motion was agreed to.

STANDING COMMITTEE ON MISCEL-
LANEOUS PRIVATE BILLS

MOTION
Hon. Mr. DANDURAND moved:

That the name of the Honourable Mr. Béique be
substituted for the name of the Honourable Mr.
Boyer on the Standing Committee on Miscellaneous
Private Bills.

The motion was agreed to.

REMOVAL OF PORTRAITS FROM
SENATE CHAMBER

On the Orders of the Day:

Hon. Mr. TANNER:  There is a matter
which I wish to mention to the House; it
is in a sense a domestic matter, with which
probably my honourable friend opposite and
other older members of the Senate are more
familiar than myself. I find that some mem-
bers of the House are anxious to know what
has become of a very fine portrait of Queen
Victoria, which I understand has considerable
historic interest as well as artistic value, and
which has been represented to me as the
property of the Senate. I understand that this
painting originally hung in the Parliament
Building in Montreal, and was salvaged when
that structure was destroyed ; that it was
brought to ‘Ottawa, and for a considerable
time hung in the Senate lobby, or near the
entrance to this Chamber, and when the
building which formerly stood on this site
was destroyed by fire the portrait was again
salvaged by the officials of the Senate. I
am informed that since then this painting has
passed out of the possession of the Senate,
I do not know why, and it is reported that
it is now hanging in one of the rooms of the
House of Commons,

My purpose in bringing this matter to the
attention of the House is to draw the atten-
tion of honourable members to the loss of
this portrait, and to leave with them the
question whether it is worth while for the
Senate to assert its right to the restoration
of the painting. I find that officials of this
House and some of the members think that
the portrait should be back in the custody
of the Senate.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL.

Hon. Mr. McLENNAN: While we are
on the subject of the fine arts I would like
to call the attention of the leader of the
Government to the fact that we have no
longer the two very fine portraits by one of
the greatest English portrait painters, Rey-
nolds, of King George III and his Queen.
Unfortunately they were hung where they
could only be seen at a disadvantage. I
understood that last Session the frames of
those portraits were being repaired, but they
are still absent. It is highly desirable that
they should be kept with us, after being put
in the best order, and placed where they could
be seen to the greatest advantage.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I am unable
to satisfy the curiosity of my honourable
friend at this moment, but I will try to find
where those paintings are, and see if any other
body claims title to them. Of course, they
were in the Senate at one time. How did
they reach the Senate? What was our title
to them? The building, at all events the old
building, was supposed to be under the charge
and custody of the Minister of Public Works.
Did he distribute the furniture and the paint-
ings at his own will? Was he making a gift
to the two branches of Parliament of what
hung on our walls? I do not know, but I
will try to ascertain, and lay before the proper
authorities our right claim to the portrait of
Her Majesty Queen Victoria, in whose reign
it was my privilege to grow up.

Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY: As we are
speaking of paintings, I should like to say
that when I first came into this ‘Chamber, or
shortly afterwards, the suggestion was made
in certain quarters that possibly the war
paintings that now adorn our walls would be
replaced by others. We all know that there
is a very large number of war paintings that
have never found wall space anywhere, but
I do not know whether anything has becen
done in regard to that suggestion or not,

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I understand
that those paintings were put here tem-
porarily, and one of these days we may ap-
point a Committee to decide if we should
try to bring this Chamber back somewhat to
the likeness of the old Senate Chamber, by
opening the galleries on both sides. I confess
that I am not yet reconciled to this form of
architecture, after having had before my eyes
the old Chamber of the Senate, which I think
had no duplicate in any parliament building
in the world. Of course, I have postponed
taking up this question because of the state
of our treasury; but, as finances are looking
buoyant, I hope that before the end of this
Parliament we shall have shown such a



MAY 5, 1926 45

constant stream of surpluses that we may go
into the proper expenditure for this building.

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT': I am perhaps more
radical than any of the honourable gentlemen
who have spoken on this subject thus far;
but if the question of making alterations of
this Chamber is taken up seriously, with a
view to accomplishing something, I would
suggest that the whole of the western wall be
removed to where we could get natural
instead of artificial light, and ventilation, and
also secure the space that we had in the old
Chamber. Unless this wall is so removed we
shall never have a Chamber worthy of the
name, or one that can compare with the old
one. I think it was a terrible mistake to have
built this Chamber in the way it was done,
and not to have taken advantage of the
twenty feet which are available on the other
side of the wall, and which would have given
this Chamber adequate dimensions and a
proper appearance. It would perhaps be radi-
cal to do as I suggest, but I have no hesita-
tion in saying that unless this wall is removed
to where it should have been in the first place
we shall never have a satisfactory Chamber.

The Hon. THE SPEAKER: Honourable
gentlemen, I would like to say, for the in-
formation of the Senate, that the pictures re-
ferred to by the honourable member from
Sydney (Hon. Mr. McLennan)—the one of
King George and the other of Queen Caroline
-—are now in the vault of the Senate, having
been taken off the walls because it was re-
ported that the frames were not safe, and
there was danger of the pictures being in-
jured. We are now simply waiting for the
Public Works Department to have proper
frames made before the pictures are rehung.

The Senate adjourned until to-morrow at
3 p.m.

THE SENATE

Thursday, May 6, 1926.

The Senate met at 3 p.m., the Speaker in
the Chair.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

PRIVATE BILL
FIRST READING

Bill Y3, an Act respecting the Dominion
Electric Protection Company—Hon. G. G.
Foster.

DIVORCE BILLS
FIRST READINGS

Bill Z3, an Act for the relief of Marjorie
Durham Morgan—Hon. Mr. Fisher.

Bill A4, an Act for the relief of Amber May
Wolfenden—Hon. Mr. Willoughby.

Bill B4, an Act for the relief of Edna
Beatrice Burley.—Hon. Mr., Willoughby.

Bill C4, an Act for the relief of Bessie
Hyde Lanyon (Calhoun—~Hon. Mr. Wil-
loughby.

Bill D 4, an Act for the relief of Bleecker
Foy Maidens—Hon. Mr. Willoughby.

Bill E 4, an Act for the relief of George
Almon Wickett—Hon. Mr. Willoughby.

MONTREAL-OTTAWA TRAIN SERVICE

On the Orders of the Day:

Hon. C. E. TANNER: I wish to ask the
honourable leader of the Government if he
will be good enough to get into communica-
tion with the Railway Department in respect
of the train service, under the time-table just
issued, between Montreal and Ottawa as it
relates to the service between Nova Scotia and
Montreal. Within my recollection, not a
great many years ago, one leaving Nova
Scotia would arrive in Montreal in time to
take a train within half an hour for Ottawa;
but in more recent years that service has been
entirely cut out, and, leaving Halifax, say,
at 8 o'clock in the morning, one got into
Montreal at 9.10 the following morning and
had to wait until 1 o’clock for a train through
the tunnel to Ottawa. Now I observe that
the 1 o’clock train has been taken off the
service. So that one arriving in Montreal from
Nova Scotia at 9.10 can leave Montreal for
Ottawa only at 4 o’clock on any day excepting
Sunday, and on Sunday he is unable to get out
until 6.40 p.m. Therefore, leaving Halifax or
any other point east on Saturday morning at
8 o'clock, one cannot get into Ottawa until
between 9 and 10 o’clock p.m. the following
day.

Now, I call attention to this. I am sorry to
trouble my honourable friend, the leader of
the House, with it, but it seems to me that
this change in the time-table has been made
without any consideration whatever of the
people who reside in Nova Scotia and who
may wish to come to the Capital ICity of
Canada in a reasonable time. Notwithstand-
ing the many great attractions of the
metropolis, it was bad enough when one had
to loaf about the city of Montreal from 9
o’clock in the morning until one; but now, if
one has to wait until 4 o’clock on any week-
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day, and until 640 o’clock on Sunday, I want
to say to my honourable friend, and I hope
he will say to the Railway Department, that
it is a great injustice to Eastern people.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I will bring
the remarks of my honourable friend to the
attention of the President of the Railway.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: If the honourable
gentleman would read the mnewspapers, he
would see that it has been advertised through-
out the land that on the 20th of May there
will be a change which will, I think, accord
with his desires.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. TANNER: That is wmll right,
but many of these promises are not fulfilled.
I am dealing with a state of matters that
actually exists.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: Read the papers.

Hon. Mr. WATSON: Read the Montreal
Herald.

_Hon. Mr. TANNER: What I am dealing
with is what is the actual fact.

Hon. Mr. WATSON: Read the Herald.

APPROPRIATION BILL NO. 2
SECOND READING

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND moved the
second reading of Bill 96, an Act for granting
to His Majesty a certain sum of money for
the Public Service of the financial year end-
ing the 31st March, 1927.

He said: Honourable gentlemen, in moving
the second reading of this Bill I would like
to give an answer to the questions that were
put to me last evening, and with your per-
mission I will begin with the one last asked,
which will perhaps bring the history of the
Hudson Bay railway before this Chamber in
a more logical form,

I was asked if there was any foundation
for the statement that some money or some
land was ear-marked at any time for the
building of a railway to the Hudson bay. I
stated that I had seen somewhere a state-
ment to that effect, but that I had not
scrutinized either the statement or its source,
I may say that as far back as 1882—perhaps
I am mistaken as to the date—land grants
of 6,400 acres per mile were voted for the
building of certain railways in the West. A
charter was secured for the building of the
Hudson Bay railway south of the Saskatch-
ewan river, and north of the Saskatch-
ewan river to the bay, and following the
issuing of the charter a grant was given the

Hon. Mr. TANNER.

company of 6400 acres per mile of road
south of the Saskatchewan river; but as it
was felt that perhaps a similar grant would
not secure the building of the road north of
the Saskatchewan river to the Hudson bay,
the grant was doubled, so that it would
amount to 12,800 acres a mile.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: Where was the
land to be selected?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I could not
give information as to where the land was
to be secured. Mackenzie & Mann built the
southern portion, extending from their rail-
way to the Saskatchewan river. When I say
Mackenzie & Mann, I do not know whether
they were working under their own name or
under the company’s name.

Hon. W. B. ROSS: The Canadian North-

ern.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: They did not
proceed farther northward. When the Lau-
rier Government came into power its policy
was to abolish land grants, and it proceeded
to do so—I have not the text of the law
under which it was done and cannot say whether
it was under the Dominion Lands Act or
not; but all the land grants that had not
been earned or were not in the way of being
earned were swept away. That was in or
before 1908, when the Land Grants Act was
consolidated.

In 1907, the then Minister of the Interior,
the Hon. Frank Oliver, moved for the re-
vision or consolidation of the Dominion Lands
Act, and stated that apparently the road to
the Hudson bay was mot being built, that
no advantage had been taken of the land
grant offered, and that this grant, with many
others, was being wiped away, but that he
intended to fix a mate for the pre-emption of
lands covering a certain wide area, which
could be secured by the homesteader at $3
an acre, in order to create a special revenue
to ensure the building of the Hudson Bay
railway. There was considerable discussion
of that Bill during the Session of 1907. It
was attacked because it was alleged that it
interfered with some acquired rights of rail-
way companies that had land grants. What-
ever the objections may have been, they were
felt to be so strong as to preclude the adoption
of the BIill.

In 1908 the Minister of Interior, the Hon.
Frank Oliver, came back to the House with
amendments modifying and consolidating the
Dominion Lands Act. That was known as
the Dominion Lands Act of 1908, and when
he brought it before the House he explained
that in fixing a price upon lands which could
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be pre-empted by anyone who was prepared
to obtain his patent as a homesteader, it was
to create a special new revenue which would
go to the building of the Hudson Bay rail-
way, and that it would be fair to the West
and fair to the East, inasmuch as that rail-
way would be built with money produced
from the sale of those lands. Here is his
statement in a few words—I take only an
excerpt, for the debate covers a number of
columns—which is to be found in Hansard
of June 1908. At page 11135, speaking of
the Bill of the preceding year, he says:
What I had in view was to place before Parliament
a proposition that should put beyond question the
fact that we had adequately provided assistance from
an entirely new source of revenue to enable the Hudson
Bay railway to be built. The pre-emption provision
of, the Bill of last year was placed in the Bill for
the purpose of ensuring and securing the building of
the Hudson Bay railway. It was placed there in
the room and instead of the provision which had
been in the Lands Act since 1882 setting aside a
matter of 6,500,000 acres of Northwest lands for the
building of the railway. I believe that the proposal
I placed before the House, while it was adequate and
possibly more than adequate for the purpose, would
meet the case in a way that would be acceptable to
the people of the West and to the people of the
East; that it would not in any way interfere with
or hinder or stand against the policy of the govern-
ment; that every acre of land throughout the North-
west was there for the first actual settler who would
come and occupy it on the terms upon which it was
offered to him. That is the policy of the Government,
and we considered that in presenting the Bill of last
vear to Parliament we were making adequate provision
for aid to the building of the Hudson Bay railway.

Hon. Mr. SCHAFFNER: What
number of acres set apart?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: He spoke of
6.500,000 acres, but it is 6,400 acres per mile,
with a special increased grant for the Hudson
Bay Railway north of the Saskatchewan river.

Hon. Mr. WATSON: 6400 and 12,800.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: 6,400 south of
the Saskatchewan, and 12,800 north of the
Saskatchewan to the bay.

He brings in the Bill in a somewhat re-
stricted form to comply with the wishes or to
meet the objections of the year before.

Now I read from page 11,138:

The point we have in view in regard to this pre-
emption matter is that there shall be a railway built
to Hudson bay. If we can get a railway built to
Hudson bay without any pre-emption provision at all
then I am not insisting upon the pre-emption provision.
But I am insisting on the pre-emption provision as
a means of ensuring the early building of the railway
to Hudson bay.

is the

So it was agreed; and the pre-emption
clause went into the Act, and it produced
the following result—which may have occurred
to honourable gentlemen who have read some
of the answers that were made in the other

Chamber to various similar questions that
were put on the Order Paper there from year
to year—that the Department of the Interior
stated that there was no land, or no money
received for the sale of land, which was ear-
marked for the Hudson Bay railway. Well,
technically that was true. Money came to
the Consolidated Revenue Fund, but it flowed
to that fund through a policy that was estab-
lished in 1908 by a Government of which the
Minister of the Interior was a member, and
for which he was speaking—a policy which
had the effect of creating a new source of
income which would go to the building of the
Hudson Bay railway. ;

Now, the reply of the Department of the
Interior has generally been that there was no
specific authority under the Dominion ILands
Act, 1908, for the sale of land for the purpose
of Hudson Bay railway construction, and by
Order in Council of March 16, 1918, P.C. 651,
pre-emption and purchased homestead provi-
sions of the Dominion Lands Act were sus-
pended, and these provisions were subsequently
deleted from the Act by the amendment of
1918, Chapter 19, Section 28.

As honourable gentlemen will see, the pre-
emption clause of the Dominion Tands Act
of 1908 stood till 1918, that is to say, for ten
years. It was there for the purpose of creat-
ing a special source of revenue, I repeat, for
the building of the railway.

What has this brought about? The follow-
ing figures give the answer. While the pro-
visions as to pre-emption and purchase were
in force, the Department of Interior disposed
of pre-emptions approximating 12,763,040
acres, including entries since cancelled, and
as purchased homesteads 12322840 acres, ap-
proximately, including entries since cancelled.
The total price for which these lands were
sold was: pre-emptions, approximately $38,-
289,120; purchased homesteads, approximately
$3,968,520. The amounts actually received up
to February 28, 1926, on account of these
purchases have been: pre-emptions, $16,635,~
639.39; purchased homesteads, $3,191,648.98, or
a total of $19,827288.37. The balance owing
by purchasers is: pre-emptions, approximately
$7,000,000; purchased homesteads, approxi-
mately $3,000,000; or a total of some $10,000,-
000.

Right Hon. Sir GEORGE E. FOSTER:
Would my honourable friend allow me a
question? The honourable gentleman has read
the totals of lands sold and purchased under
a pre-emption clause, upon which he bases
his argument that the product of those lands
was to be kept for the building of the Hud-
son Bay Railway. Would he read that pre-
emption clause so that we may have before
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our minds just exactly what it says, and just
exactly what ground there is for basing his
argument upon it? Was it a special pre-
emption clause pointing to the retention of
moneys for the purpose to which he alluded,
or was it simply a general pre-emption and
purchase clause?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: It was a
general pre-emption clause, which covered
certain areas in the Northwest, more especially
in the dry belt. There was nothing in the
Act which said in so many words that the
amounts levied on the sale of those lands
would be ear-marked or go into a special
fund for the building of the railway; but up
to that time there was no such fee or price
levied upon those lands, and the Minister
who presented the Bill said: “I impose that
price upon the sale of those lands for the
purpose of creating a new revenue which wiil
go towards and be sufficient for the building
of the Hudson Bay railroad.”

My right honourable friend will not find,
in the clause which fixes the fee or price for
those lands, the statement that that money
will go into a special fund; but the Minister,
speaking for the Government, in introducing
the Bill, said: “I am creating thereby a new
source of revenue which will be distinet, which
will be a new creation, which will go to the
building of the Hudson Bay railway. We have
swept away the land grant of 12,800 acres per
mile, and we will replace it by this enactment,
by which $3 per acre will be levied henceforth
on lands to be pre-empted.” This was new
legislation, and he affirmed and reaffirmed that
as his purpose; and very likely he said so in
1907, because he expressly stated then what
he had been fighting for. He reaffirmed it :n
1908, and said: “I am bringing a more
modest Bill: it does mot cover so large an
area as my Bill of last year, but I hope that
it will do what I have had in mind, and
ensure sufficient funds for the building of that
railway.”

Now, that money has gone into the Con-
solidated Fund, but I recognize that when
the Minister made that statement he thought
it was a fair proposition for the West, because
it was out of the sale of lands of the West
that this money was coming; and that it would
also be fair to the East, because the money
for the building of that railway would not
come from the taxation of the East. It was
a project that was dear to the heart of the
western provinces, and he felt that he as a
westerner was doing the right thing by. the
East, as he was doing the needed thing for

Hon. Sir GEORGE FOSTER.

the West by creating a new source of revenue
for the building of that railway.

Right Hon. Sir GEORGE E. FOSTER:
One other question, for the sake of clearness.
That being the intention or wish of the
Minister, and that wish or intention having
been so stated, is there any record in the
Department to show that, from that time rn,
books of account were kept which allocated
the money from those lands, by pre-emptions
or by sale, to the purpose for which the
Minister had wished it might be dedicated?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I read to my
friend the statement which I had in hand
showing not only the legislation of 1908,
establishing the pre-emption and other con-
ditions for the sale of land for the purposes
of the Hudson Bay railway, but also that
this legislation, which was applied for 10 years,
had produced the figures which I gave. Strange
to say, the total money received from that
operation, which the Minister, speaking for
the Government of the day, said was to go to
the building of the Hudson Bay railway, is
about the same total which has been spent up
to this date upon the railway and the
terminals.

Right Hon. Sir GEORGE E. FOSTER:
But the Minister has not answered my ques-
tion.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Well, I have
answered so far as my light goes. I repeat
what has been stated, that under the provi-
sions of that Act of 1908 $19.000,000 has been
collected—to be (exact, $19,827,287.37—and
that by its provisions there remains due under
the operation of that clause some $10,000,000.

Right Hon. Sir GEORGE E. FOSTER:
But it does not answer my question for the
Minister to say that a certain amount of
money has been received. My question was
a specific one—were any books of account
kept in which were entered from year to year
and time to time the proceeds which came
from the sale of those lands, which, in the
Minister’s mind, were dedicated for a certain
purpose?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Well, T have
not at my elbow the Deputy Minister of the
Interior, but, reasoning logically, I wouid
answer in the affirmative, since he states that
the pre-emption clauses, which have lasted
for 10 years on the Statute Book, have brought
such an amount. How could he give us the
dollars and cents if he did not have them in
his book?
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Hon. Mr. SCHAFFNER: The honourable
gentleman states that there has been $19,000,-
000 odd collected?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Yes.

Hon. Mr. SCHAFFNER: Can he state
what amount of money has been paid out?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Oh, yes, I will
come to that. Does the honourable gentleman
mean for the building of the railway?

Hon. Mr. SCHAFFNER: Pardon me. If
the honourable leader states that so much
money has been collected, are we to under-
stand, as a great many people understand,
that it was for the specific purpose of build-
ing this railway?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Yes.

Hon. Mr. SCHAFFNER: Then, if thers
was a certain amount collected, and a certain
amount paid out, there must be some books
to show those transactions.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I make this
distinetion. Undoubtedly the books of the
Lands Branch of the Department of the In-
terior will show to a cent all that has been
sold under that clause of the Act of 1908, the
pre-empting clause, and all that has been
collected definitively or on account, and all
that is owing; but the proceeds of these sales
went into the Consolidated Fund, the general
fund of the country, and from that general
fund amounts were spent from year to year
on the building of the Hudson Bay railway.
The details of the recepit of those moneys
could be had from the Department of the
Interior, and the spending of the money was

through the Finance Department, under
orders from the Railway Department.
Hon. Mr. TANNER: I understand my

honourable friend to say that certain lands
were appropriated for the construction of
this railway.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Not exactly so.

Hon. Mr. TANNER: I am coming to that.
What I want to know is whether that pre-
emption clause referred to the lands in
specific terms or by specific decription, so
that, as it were, they were cut out of a great
acreage of the western country, and could be
located by surveyors, and laid out, or was it
a general charge on some vast areaof land?
If my honourable friend understands what I
mean, was there a specific allocation of land
described?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I have just sent
for the Dominion Lands Act; but on reading
the explanations which the Minister of the
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Interior gave of the Bill he had in hand, I
see he referred to the larger area which his
Bill covered in 1907, under which home-
steaders could secure pre-emptions. As he
met with numerous objections because of the
extent of the area, he restricted the area in
which pre-emptions could be secured, and
applied that pre-emption privilege mostly to
the dry area extending from as far north as
Saskatoon and as far south as near Calgary
and eastward. I suppose my honourable friend
will find in the Dominion Lands Act a
description of the territory in which pre-
emption privileges might be obtained. There
is no special area surveyed, but a general
large region is indicated. What is most in-
teresting for this Chamber is to know the
amount of purchase money which under that
Act was to go to the building of the Hudson
Bay railway, because that is what we are
discussing at present.

Answering some other questions, I may say
that the Hudson Bay railway, to which the
vote refers, that is, the one-twelfth of the
provisional supply, is the road projected
between Le Pas and Port Nelson, 424 miles.
It does not include the 87 miles between
Hudson Bay Junction and Le Pas, built by
Mackenzie & Mann between 1906 and 1908.
In August, 1911, the Laurier Government let
the first contract for construction from Le
Pas to Thicket Portage, 185 miles. In August,
1912, the Borden Government let the con-
tract for the second section, from Thicket
Portage to Split Lake Junction, 68 miles. In
December, 1912, the contract for the final
section, from Split Lake Junction to Port
Nelson, 271 miles, was entered into. Work
on the harbour terminals was closed down in
the fall of 1917, and on the railway in October,
1918, a month before the war ended. By
that time, track had been laid to Mile
332, at XKettle River rapids, including the
bridge over the Nelson river at that point.
Between 332 and Port Nelson, 92 miles, the
right of way had been graded. The road was
turned over to the Canadian Northern Board
for operation when taken off the hands of
the contractor. It is an integral part of the
original Canadian Government Railways, and,
with such other lines as the Intercolonial and
Transcontinental, is now managed and
operated for the Government by the Can-.
adian National Railway Board. A fort-
nightly mixed service is given between’ Le
Pas and Pitwitonei, mileage 214.

I have in my hand a statement showing
the expenditure on the Hudson Bay railway
per year, starting in 1909, and on the Port
Nelson terminals, starting in 1913. I think
the figures of expenditure begin in 1913 be-

EDITION
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cause of the decision which was arrived at
by the Minister of Railways at that time,
Hon. Mr. Cochrane, who stated before the
Special Committee of the Senate:

It was during my term of office that the Port of
Nelson was selected as the terminal of the Hudson
Bay railroad. The selection was finally decided by
me largely on the report of engineers. I went myself
to both places, Nelson and Churchill. The Port of
Nelson was nearer and the railroad would be shorter.
The engineer reported that it would be necessary to
cross the bad lands for a long distance, where the

bottom was all the way down from six to ten feet
before you got to anything like hard stuff, and I
thought the building of the road would be a very
difficult proposition.

This is the statement of the Honourable
the Minister of Railways, who said that in
1912 he decided in faveur of Nelson.

I may add that the credits mentioned in sev-
eral places in the following statement were
for goods that were sold as being no more
needed :

Hupson Bay RarLway axp Porr NELsoN TeErRMINALS—CAPITAL EXPENDITURE To MARCH 31, 1925

Year ending Hudson Bay Port Nelson Total
Railway Terminals

$§ cts. $ cts. $ cts!
Government expenditure, 1909..............cc0ceiiin.. 0%, 420 B3 s S 92,427 83
L A e e R b3 D2 BB e Eres 53,042 63
11510 s S Sy AR TR R ] o LR R 184,149 81
LT Aot ARG e S e s A M 159,832 000 ..o Jila ok 159,632 00
L S 1,009, 024 52 90,038 63 1,099,063 15
11 Dy e R I S e 3,071,631 22 1,427,086 03 4,498,717 25
L i e ot < o B 3,256,074 39 1,517,669 60| 4,773,743 99
I P I O e e R - 2,981,425 47 1,905,706 30 4,887,131 77
S R e R e b, 1,792,190 39 812,089 55 2,604,279 94
R e R e N et 1,288,789 61 590,909 39 1,879,699 00
L el S b e el S 641,318 69/(Cr.) 78,760 89 562,557 80
1t | e R A B R e e TR (Cr.) 247,153 67 11,545 19|(Cr.) 235,608 48
Ml vtk uneliaidn JRaA T R (Cr.) 121,063 71{(Cr.) 121,063 71
e S 61,563 43 34,769 87 96,333 30
R s e e T 13,824 94 27,802 56 41,627 50
30 P SRR S BRI R L S N DRGNe 183,250 35 24,621 93 207,872 28
b s i B R (Cr.) 53,848 38 2,184 04[(Cr.) 51,664 34
14,487,343 23 6,244,598 49| 20,731,941 72

I will add to this, but will not read, the
details of the expenditures upon the railway,
so that my honourable friends will have the

whole statement of expenditure from year
to year, and the names of the parties to whom
the money went: .

SvaTEMENT oF CaPrral ExpENDITURE oN HupsoN Bay Ramway 1o 31st MaRrcH, 1925

Date of Contract Name Particulars Amount paid Total
Contract Number on contraet | Expenditure
§ cts. § ets:
°
Sept. 25, 1911 19230 8. DiMeArthor. . .. .00 o n i Construetion of ILine from Le| 3,516,482 81|..............
Pas to Thicket Portage.
Sept. 20, 1912 19638 R e e Tl;ickel; Portage to Split Lake| 2,296,74537..............
unetion.
Dee. 17, 1912 19799 S S o e 7 Splgtl Lake Junction to Port| 3,491,549 32| 9,304,777 50
elson.

Nov. 5, 1910 18716 (Mackenzie, Mann & Co............ Substructure of Le Pas Bridge. . THOGRT g 2 e
April 9, 1912 19421 |Canada Foundry Co,, Ltd. ....... Superstructure of Le Pas Bridge. 184,288 45 294,926 39
Mar. 24, 1915 21288 |Canadian Bridge Co., Ltd........ Bridge over Manitou Rapids. ... 13T.97E 861 v e
July 14, 1916 21978 2 o PRI Gt g Bridge over Kettle Rapids...... 323,343 00 461,314 85
Railly e e el e e ol 2,033,898 25
Erapiciasteningd | o i e i e 409,408 99
Fropsand switehes > oo St 100 e ol il 28,739 99
Other expenditures.... ......c.. | oioine o ns 1,954,277 26

14,487,343 23
6,244,598 49

20,731,941 72

Expenditure on Railway. ..
Port Nelson Terminals.......

Total expenditure...........

In addition, there was expended since 1918,
on capital expenditure such as ties, rails, etc.,
$457,171.78, which brings up the expenditure
to December 31st, 1925, to a total of $21,189,-

Hon. Mr. DANDI"BAND.

113.50. As I said, this does not go very far
beyond the figures that I gave as having been
received for the sale of land, the proceeds of
which were to go to the building of the railway.
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Hon. Mr. GORDON: Might I ask the
honourable Minister if the amount he has just
mentioned is for actual construction, and does
not include any deficit on the road while it
has been in operation during that time?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: 1In the oper-
ation of the first 214 miles a deficit has been
with us annually, and it is contained in the
operating expenses. The operating results for
last year were: revenues, $45,759.59; expenses,
$79974.24 ; deficit, $34,214.65. Maintenance is
included in these figures.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: That is for the one

year?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: That is for last
year, 1925,

Hon. Mr. GORDON: Has the honourable
gentleman the deficit of each year?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: 1T think I can
procure that before the third reading of the
Bill.

Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY : Is it indicated
whether that is merely for the construction
of the railway, the land set aside and the
moneys appropriated, if sueh appropriation
there be, or whether it is for the opening of
the route plus the building of the railway?
Does it include the marine end as well as the
land? We have spent only some $20,000,000
all told, I think, up to the present time.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: We have spent
only $14,000,000 on the railway.

Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY: Yes, and the
rest on the harbour.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: The rest on the
harbour. We shall have plenty of time to
discuss, within these walls and outside, the
advisability of reconsidering the question of
the port which should be the terminus of the
railway. I give that as my personal view,
because there is very much to be said against
the port of Nelson, and I hope there are also
some very good things to be said for it. I
trust that when the matter comes to a finality
we shall have ocecasion to discuss the question
whether Port Nelson or Fort Churchill should
be the location. :

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: I would like
to ask again the question which was raised
first. The Minister is no doubt aware that
throughout the years the argument has been
that this railway was so far built that it would
ultimately be constructed out of the proceeds
of the sale of lands set apart for the purpose.
I was not very strongly impressed with the
evidence which the Minister put before the
House as to that. Am I to understand that

14015—43

he relies solely upon the speech of the then
Minister of the Interior, or does he intend
to submit further evidence later on, either
from the statutes themselves or from the
method of book-keeping or accounting, or
something else, to show that as a matter of
fact the moneys from the sale of these lands
were actually set aside for the building of
this railway or any railway? In the mean-
time the honourable gentleman seems to in-
terpret the statute by what was said about it
in Parliament. That is not good form in
court, and it is scarcely sufficient evidence
now that these lands were set apart for that
purpose and for no other.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: My honourable
friend will have to be satisfied with two out~
standing facts. A Bill presented by a Minister
representing the Government was passed by
Parliament on the assertion that the policy
embodied in it was to create a new source
of revenue to be applied to a certain end. I
do not know that a government could do
anything more solemn than to express clearly
what it intends in presenting legislation, That
declaration went unchallenged and the legisla-
tion passed with that condition attached and
on the understanding that the money levied
was for a certain purpose. I have nothing hut
the Government policy as expressed by the
Minister who had the Bill in hand. He stated
that the land grant which had been given
for the building of the railway was wiped
out, but was replaced by a new source of
revenue in order that the Hudson Bay railway
might be built. That is all that I can present
to my honourable friend. I think that the
country at large took the statement then for
what it was worth as an official declaration of

poliey.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: May I inquire in
what provinces were these lands? I should
like to know also if the figures given as to
the acreage represent the total area of land
that was sold in those provinces during that

time. And what were the specific areas?
Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I am giving

answers which I think cover the questions that
were put to me. If my honourable friend
wants to obtain more minute details he will
kindly let me know in what particulars, so
that I may obtain them for him if possible.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: The answer is
contained in the Dominion Lands Aect, which
mentions the lands of the Dominion of
Canada in the provinces of Manitoba,
Saskatchewan and Alberta.
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Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: My honourable
friend put an extended question. To the first
part of his question I may say that from my
reading of the speech of the Hon. Mr.
at the time, and from the description he gave,
I understand that part of Saskatchewan was
covered. However, we can find out by looking
at the Dominion Lands Act.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: My question was,
in what provinces are these lands that were
sold? Are there some of these lands in
each province?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: These lands
were under the control of the Dominion of
Canada.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: I know, but is the
acreage which the honourable gentleman
mentioned as being sold all the acreage which
was sold in these provinces at that time?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Of course, I
cannot apportion it by provinces, but I could
get that information for my thonourable friend
before the third reading, if we took the second
reading now.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: Yes.

Hon. Mr. HUGHES: Would these lands
have been sold and would the money have
come to the Dominion Treasury if the build-
ing of the Hudson Bay railway had not been
under consideration?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Of course, I do
not know what would have been the policy
of the Government of the day, or of the
following Governments; but in the opinion
of the Government of the day it was necessary
to raise some money for the building of that
railway, and the Minister indicated that mode
and presented it in the statute.

Hon. Mr. HUGHES: Were these public
lands available for the purposes of settlement
and were they for sale in any event?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: They were not
for sale, generally speaking. I have mnot the
Statutes under my hand. People were clamor-
ing for a larger area than the quarter-section,
and the law prevented them from getting a
second quarter-section. Under this Act it was
provided that they should be enabled to get
another quarter-section by pre-emption at a
certain price, and for the first time they were
made to pay for the privilege of obtaining a
second quarter-section; but at the same time
the consideration in the mind of the Minister
was to raise some money for the building of
the Hudson Bay railway.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH.

liver |

Hon. Mr. GORDON: Am I to understand
that if the Hudson Bay railway had not been
started these lands would not have been sold?

Hon. Mr. WATSON: Hear, hear. That is
right. That was a necessary inducement.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: If the building of
the Hudson Bay railway had not been started,
would these lands in question have been sold?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: That is a
hypothetical question, which I can hardly
answer— what Parliament would have decided
at a particular session if it had decided
in the previous year that there should be no
Hudson Bay railway.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: Did the building of
the road facilitate the selling of these lands?

Hon. Mr. WATSON: Yes.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: That I am un-
able to say. My honourable friend from
Portage la Prairie (Hon. Mr. Watson)
answers in the affirmative. I cannot say.
because I do not know to what extent the
land which would come under the pre-
emption clause was situated in Manitoba or
near that railway.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: Perhaps the hon-
ocurable leader would allow the honourable
gentleman from Portage la Prairie, then, to
answer that question.

Hon. Mr. WATSON : I simply say that the
prospect of getting the Hudson Bay railway
was the inducement for many people to pur-
chase those lands at $3 an acre.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: But none of that
pre-empted land was sold in the Hudson Bay
area.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: That is why I
cannot answer that question.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: The Statute it-
self outlines the area. The reason why the
policy  was adopted, apart from the purpose
of raising funds, was to give people who oc-
cupied areas in Western Canada that were
not very productive an opportunity of clear-
ing more land to add to their present hold-
ings. The pre-emption law did not apply to
cther parts of the country, where an area of
160 acres was sufficient.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: It is estimated
that $3,000,000 are required to re-condition
and complete the line to the present end of
track at mile 332. Ties, and the placing of
them, on this part of the line will require
about a million dollars. There are at present
no engine terminals, water stations, nor suit-
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able passenger facilities. A good deal of
ballasting is also necessary; banks require to
be widened and sags raised; also warped rails
to be replaced. The estimate of $3,000,000 is
intended to cover as much of this work as
it is possible to accomplish this season.

The work of re-conditioning and com-
pleting to Mile 332 works out on an average
of a little less than $10,000 a mile. To com-
plete to Mile 214 would, on. that basis, re-
quire about $2,000,000. Two-twelfths of the
present vote of $3,000,000 would be $500,000.

To Mile 214 the road is in shape for trains
to run over, provided great care is taken.
From Mile 214 to Mile 332 the road is now
in such shape that it is impossible to safely
operate trains over it, owing to the condition
of the rails and roadbed. It may therefore
be assumed that the cost of re-conditioning
from Mile 214 to Mile 332 will be greater
per mile than from Le Pas to Mile 214. How-
-ever, it is quite clear that much more than
two-twelfths of the vote will be required
between Le Pas and Mile 214.

Hon. Mr. SCHAFFNER: Did the honour-
able gentleman state about what it would
cost to continue the road from Le Pas to
Mile 2147

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: About $10,000
a mile.

My honourable friend from St. John (Hon.
Mr. Daniel) asked me whether it was intended
to treat the Hudson Bay railway as a col-
onization road and not as an ocean outlet.
As to that, it can be stated that it is the
policy of the Government to complete the
railway to the port, although the amount at
present in the Estimates will not accomplish
that object. As to further expenditure on
port facilities, that is not contemplated in the
Estimates now before the House. It is the
intention to do the work covered by the
present Estimates with the railway’s own
forces.

As I have stated, we shall perhaps have an
opportunity next Session—I am speaking now
on my personal responsibility—to discuss the
whole question of Port Nelson.

With this explanation, which I have made
as full as possible, I would ask you to take
the second reading of the Bill, and would sug-
gest that the third reading be put off till
Tuesday evening next, so that anyone who
desires to examine these figures and express
an opinion on any of the various questions
that they cover may have plenty of time to
do so.

Hon. Mr. McLENNAN: Did I understand
that about half a million dollars would bring
the road into a proper state to the point to
which the train is now running?

.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: No; I said
that $500,000 represents two-twelfths, or one-
sixth, of the total subsidy of $3,000,000, and it
will be absorbed in that first section up to
Mile 214.

Hon. Mr. McLENNAN: One other point:
could the honourable gentleman tell us the
date of the debate in which Mr. Oliver made
that statement?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: It was on the
23rd of June, 1908. The debate starts at
page 11125 of Hansard, under the head of
“Dominion Lands Act Amendment.” I have
read from page 11135 to page 11138.

Hon. W. B. ROSS: [Is the undertaking as
given in the other House renewed here? That
is to say, are these interim Supply Bills just
for the purpose of enabling the Government
to carry on, and is it understood that they
will not ineur expenditures on anything new?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I may say that
whatever the honourable gentleman and my-
self stated with regard to the first twelfth
covers this twelfth also.

Hon. Mr. CURRY: Has the honourable
gentleman any estimates of the probable cost
of the completion of the entire railway to the
harbour of Port Nelson?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: No, I have not.
As to the harbour at Port Nelson—

Hon. Mr. CURRY: It might run into
$8,000,000, $10,000,000, or $12,000,000.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: We might have
a discussion upon that at next session. The
present Bill does not cover it.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill was
read the second time.

The Senate adjourned until Tuesday, May
11, at 8 p.m.

THE SENATE

Tuesday, May 11, 1926.

The Senate met at 8 p.m., the Speaker in the
Chair.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

DEMISE OF QUEEN ALEXANDRA

THANKS OF HIS MAJESTY THE KING FOR THE
ADDRESS OF THE SENATE AND THE
HOUSE OF COMMONS

The Hon. the SPEAKER presented the
following communication from the Secretary of
His Excellency the Governor General:

Ottawa, 6th May, 1926.

Sir—I am desired by His Excellency the Governor
General to inform you that the Address of the Senate
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and House of Commons expressing their profound
regret and deep sorrow at the death of Her Majesty
the Queen Mother was duly laid at the foot of the
Throne. His Majesty the King was profoundly grati-
fied at its terms and commanded that his most sincers
thanks should be communicated to the Members of
the Senate and House of Commons for the sympathy
expressed with him and with the Royal Family in theit
sad loss.

I-have the honour to be, Sir,

Your obedient servant,
A. F. Suapen
Governor General’s Secretary

The Honourable

The Speaker of the Senate,

Ottawa.

PRIVATE BILLS
FIRST READINGS

Bill M4, an Act respecting the Quebec,
Montreal and Southern Railway Company —
Hon. Mr. Béique.

Bill H5, an Act to incorporate the Detroit
and Windsor Subway Company.—Hon. Mr
Haydon. :

DIVORCE BILLS
FIRST READINGS

Bill F4, an Act for the relief of Mabel Ellen
Barrett.—Hon. Mr. Gordon.

Bill G4, an Act for the relief of Mabel
Victoria Westerby.—Hon. G. V. White.

Bill H4, an Act for the relief of Morgan
Hart—Hon. Mr. Mulholland.

Bill I4, an Act for the relief of James Arthur
Breadon—Hon. W. B. Ross.

Bill J4, an Act for the relief of Marjorie
Esther Splan.—Hon. W. B. Ross.

Bill K4, an Act for the relief of Gladys
Orme.—Hon. W. B. Ross.

Bill L4, an Act for the relief of John Andrew
Reid—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill N4, an Act for the relief of William
Thomas Charlton Spence.—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill 04, an Act for the relief of Gladys Lucie
White—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill P4, an Act for the relief of Robert
Stewart McIntyre—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill Q4, an Act for the relief Goldie Luella
Russell—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill R4, an Act for the relief of Arthur
Atkinson—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

S4, an Act for the relief of Lillian Edith
Hudgin—Hon. Mr. Laird.

T4, an Act for the relief of Mary Booth.—
Hon. Mr. Haydon.

U4, an Act for the relief of Bernard Ernest
Sleeth—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill V4, an Act for the relief of Elsie Fray.
—Hon. Mr, Haydon.

Bill W4, an Act for the relief of Cecilia
Mairie Peters Kendall—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

The Hon. the SPEAKER.

Bill X4, an Act for the relief of Elias
Malky —Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill Y4, an Act for the relief of George
Elgie Dulyea—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill Z4, an Act for the relief of Ethe
Beatrice Walker.—Hon. Mr. Haydon. .

Bill A5, an Act for the relief of John
Wilson.—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill B5, an Act for the relief of John Sydney
Wright—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill C5, an Act for the relief of Alice Vie-
toria McGibbon—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill D5, an Act for the relief of Lillie
Torrance Cascadden.—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill E5, an Act for the relief of James
Thomas Young—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill F5, an Act for the relief of Copland
William Evans—Hen. Mr. Haydon.

Bill G5, an Act for the relief of Arthur
John Harman—Hon. Mr. Haydon,

CANADIAN AMBASSADOR TO UNITED
STATES

INQUIRY

Hon. Mr. MACDONELL inquired of the
Government:

1. Is it the intention of this Government to ap-
point a so-called Ambassador or Minister Plenipo-
tentiary to the United States of America?

2. If so, when?

3. If so, what will be the annual cost to the iaxpayers
of this Dominion in salaries, allowances, rentals, etc.,
in connection with such Embassy?

4. Has the Government any information as to any
possibility of the United States appointing an Am-
bassador to Canada?

5. Has there been any correspondence exchanged
betsveen this Government and the Imperial authorities
with regard to representation at Washington?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I may here
and now remind my honourable friend that
the Borden Government settled definitely all
details of the representation of Canada at
Washington with the British and American
authorities. As to the other questions, I will
in due time answer them.

Hon. Mr. MACDONELL: I am quite
aware of what the honourable Minister says,
but there have been from time to time appear-
ing in the press reports of the appointment
of an Ambassador to the United States, and
I am inquiring whether an appointment is
to ‘be made or not, and if so, when.

The inquiry stands.
SASKATCHEWAN NATURAL
RESOURCES
MOTION FOR RETURN
Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY moved:

That an Order of the House do issue for a return
showing :—

1. Al corvespondence from January 1, 1915, until
present time between the Government of the Province

.
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of Saskatchewan and the Dominion Government deal-
ing with a return by the latter to the former of the
natural resources of the Province of Saskatchewan.

9. What verbal negotiatioms, if any, are now being
‘held, or have been held during the years 1921-26,
relating to same matter.

3. What offer, if any, has been made by the Govern-
ment of Canada to the Government of Saskatchewan
to return said natural resources, 1921-26.

4. What basis of settlement, if any, has been offered
by the Province of Saskatchewan to the Government
of Canada, 1921-26.

The motion was agreed to.

SASKATCHEWAN AND THE FISCAL
POLICY OF CANADA-

MOTION FOR RETURN
Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY moved:

That an Order of the House do issue for a return
of all resolutions on the part of the Legislative
Assembly or Government of Saskatchewan from January
1, 1912, to present time in reference to the fiscal policy
of Canada and transmitted to the Government of
Canada and the replies, if any, thereto.

The motion was agreed to.

DEATH OF HON. WILLIAM MITCHELL
TRIBUTES TO HIS MEMORY

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Honourable
gentlemen, we deplore this day the death of
an old colleague of ours, who sat in this
Chamber for more than twenty years, the
Hon. William Mitchell. He was a son of
the province of Quebec, and of that very
interesting section of that province called the
Fastern Townships. He was, in the full sense
of the word, a self-made man. He developed
a large lumbering business, and for the pur-
pose of his operations he interested himself
in the building of the Drummond Counties
Railway. His main object was to tap the
timber limits, but the line was so well located
that it was purchased as a link between Levis
and St. Hyacinthe by the Intercolonial Rail-
way.

Senator Mitchell’s home was in the pretty
little town of Drummondyille, in which he
was chiefly interested. He became Chairman
of the Protestant Board of Education of
that municipality, and out of his own re-
sources he built a school and provided for its
maintenance,

The late Senator had a very great circle of
friends because of his geniality, his kind
heart, and his loyalty. When in good health
he attended the Senate regularly, and we had
the advantage of his mature judgment and his
business experience.

A good and public-spirited citizen has left
us. BSickness within the last two years kept
him mostly within the hospital. His resigna-

tion to his fate was admirable, and he re-
ceived all his friends with an ever-present
smile.

We extend to his widow and to his family
our most sincere sympathy.

Hon. W. B. ROSS: Honourable gentlemen,
I wish to associate myself with the honour-
able leader of the Government in extending
to the widow and family of the late Senator
Mitchell our expression of sympathy in their
loss. I knew Senator Mitchell well for over
thirty years. He was a very kindly man,
one whom I was always glad to meet, and
I can sincerely say that I personally feel the
loss of our friend by death. I wish to join
in the expression of our sympathy with the
widow and family in the great loss which
they have sustained.

APPROPRIATION BILL No. 2
THIRD READING

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND moved the third
reading of Bill 96, an Act for granting to
His Majesty a certain sum of money for the
Public Service of the financial year ending
the 31st March, 1927.

He said: Honourable gentlemen, in my re-
marks last week on the second reading of this
Bill T mentioned the expenditure that had
been made in the port of Nelson. Remem-
bering that considerable ecriticism had been
heard over the selection of that port, I stated
that probably before we came to the point
of equipping the port we would have occasion
to discuss the matter again in this Chamber.
I notice that in some newspaper the state-
ment has been made that, speaking for the
Government, I said we would take up the
matter of the port, and finally decide as to
what terminus should be selected, as between
Fort Churchill and Port Nelson. Of course,
I simply made the statement which appears
in Hansard, and which at the time I stated
to be my personal view. As a matter of fact
the Government has not yet approached the
question, either from far or near. I simply
thought that when we came to that point
a discussion might arise in this Chamber as
well as in the other over the justification for
the selection of the port. I stated that Port
Nelson had been selected by the late Hon.
Mr. Cochrane, who had declared before a
Committee of this Chamber that the selection
was made after he had visited the two ports.

I was asked if in the Act of 1908 there had
been any special area described in which pre-
emptions could be secured for quarter-sections.
At the moment I had not the Act before me,
but in answer to that question I will point
to section 27 of chapter 20, 1908, of the Do-
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minion Lands Act. The description is there
fully given. Tt is, as stated, a territory which
is adjacent to the American line, and I have
a plan, which I will lay on the table, showing
exactly the area deseribed in the Act. It is on
the dividing line between Saskatchewan and
Alberta. :

I was asked also if I could indicate what had
been sold in Alberta, and what had been sold
in Saskatchewan. I have two statements
which completely answer that question. If
additions are made of all these figures, they
may not exactly tally with the statement which
I read last week, but the explanation is simple,
that that statement was as of the 28th
February, while this one is as of the 3lst
March, 1926. Moneys have been since col-
lected on account, which increase the amount.
I need not read these figures; they are
practically those that I gave as a whole, while
these are now simply separated, because I was
asked what had been’ collected from the sale
of Saskatchewan lands, and what from the sale
of Alberta lands.

Hon. Mr. GILLIS: You might give us the
total for each province.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: The totals ap-
peared last week, and they vary very little.
I will give the statements. The statement
regarding Alberta is as follows:

Statement of Pre-emptions and Purchased Homesteads
in the Province of Alberta, under the Dominion
Lands Act, 1908, as at the 31st March, 1926.

Pre-emptions—

No. of pre-emption entries in the Prov-

ince of Alberta.. AR 12,449
Area thereof approximate.. ..acres 1,991,840
Gross revenue received.. .. .. .. .. .. $5,432,681 98
Approximate amount of arrears due—

PRnCIPAl S T, e 1,439,821 55
Approximate amount of arrears due—

SRR s o - AR LR A T 752,760 16

Purchased Homesteads—
No. of purchased homesteads in the

Province of  Alberta.: o di7 im0 of 1,919
Area thereof—approximate. . ..acres 307,040

Gross revenue received.. .. .. .. .. .. $1,027,431 63
Approximate amount of arrears due—

EBcipal; 4 viks 00 W S 10 54,166 04
Approximate emount of arrears due—
I R R O O RO 25,833 75

Here is the statement regarding the province
of Saskatchewan:

Statement of Pre-emptions and Purchased Homesteads
in the Province of Saskatchewan, under the Domin-
ion Lands Act, 1908, as at the 31st March, 1926.

Pre-emptions—

No. of pre-emption entries in the Prov-

ince of Saskatchewan.. .. .. .. .. .. 25,640
Area thereof—approximate. . ..acres 4,102,400
Gross revenue received.. . .. $11,375,347 56
Approximate amount of arrears due—
PrINCIDR e T e s s e
Approximate amount of arrears due—
interest.. .. A e

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

2,965,887 14
1,497,941 05

Purchase Homesteads—
No. of purchased homesteads in the

Province of Saskatchewan.. .. .. .. 4,578
Area thereof—approximate. . ..acres 732,480
Gross revenue received.. .. .. .. .. $2.346,982 36
Approximate amount of arrears due—

PrRCIRRL. o s R el i B o 146,744 91
Approximate emount of arrears due—

interest:. b iley, o Z TRt R 80,946 75

Hon. Mr. DANIEL: Were these amounts
obtained from sales of land and pre-emptions
absolutely ear-marked and laid aside for the
building of the Hudson Bay railway?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I will try to
repeat as’ clearly as possible what did take
place. The Minister, in wiping out the land
grant for the building of the Hudson Bay
railway north of Saskatchewan, from Le Pas
to the Bay—that grant being 12,800 acres per
mile—declared that he was substituting for
that land grant a certain area of land which
he described, and which I could read to my
honourable friend if he desired it, where pre-
emptions could be obtained for $3 an acre,
thus creating a new source of revenue which
would go towards the building of the Hudson
Bay railway. In the previous year, 1907, the
Minister had, by his Bill, covered a large
area; but objections were formulated, and
in 1908 he brought in this Bill, and said that
he hoped there would be a sufficient return
from the sale of those lands to secure the
building of the Hudson Bay railway.

Now, I have given the figures showing what
the lands have produced. The Minister de-
seribed the area, and the plan on the table
indicates exactly what it is. The description
in the Act is as follows:

Commencing where the west line of range twenty-six
west of the fourth prineipal meridian intersects the
international boundary; thence east along the inter-
national boundary to its intersection with the Min-
neapolis, St. Paul and Sault Ste. Marie Railway;
thence northwest along the said railway line to its
junction with the main line of the Canadian Pacific
Railway; thence west along the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way to the third prineipal meridian; thence north
along the third principal meridian to the north line
of township forty-four; thence west along the north
line of township forty-four to the Calgary and Ed-
monfon Railway; thence south along the Calgary and
Edmonton Railway to its intersection with the west line
of range twenty-six west of the fourth principal meri-
dian; thence south along the west line of the said
range twenty-six to the international boundary: Pro-
vided also fhat this right to obtain entry for a pre-
emption shall not apply to any township in which an
area of eight square miles or more has been accepted
by any railway company as part of its land grant:

Provided further that, when conditions obtaining
in any township are such as to make the requirements
of fifty acres of cultivation excessive, the Governor in
Council may fix a lesser area in respect of that
township.

This was the area which by this Act was
affected, under that new policy for the build-
ing of the Hudson Bay railway. The Act did




MAY 11, 1926 57

not say that that money would go into a
special fund; but the Minister, speaking for
the Government of the day, said that he
hoped to secure sufficient from the sale of
lands under that plan for the building of the
railway. That is all that I can state; it is
the policy which brought about the enact-
ment of Parliament in 1908.

Now, the money was not put into a special
fund—not ear-marked as a special fund. It
went into the Consolidated Fund. I recog-
nize that any subsequent Government could
have decided to alter the policy, with the
sanction of Parliament, which is supreme:
but Parliament did not alter that policy, but
proceeded to carry it out in the following
year in the building of the Hudson Bay rail-
way, and it was continued by the three Gov-
ernments that followed. From 1909 to 1918,
from year to year, the work of the Hudson
Bay railway went on concurrently with the
receipt of the moneys frém the sale of those
lands that were to be levied on for that
purpose.

With these few remarks and explanations,
I move the third reading of this Bill.

Hon. Mr. HUGHES: I would like to ask
the honourable Minister one or two questions.
By the resolution passed by Parliament in
1882 or 1884, 12,800 acres of land per mile
were offered to any company that would build
this railway, and this land was to be north
of the Saskatchewan river.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Of that I am
not sure. I cannot say where it was to be
taken.

Hon. Mr. HUGHES: 1Tt was to be north
of the Saskatchewan river. The land that
was to be given south of the Saskatchewan
river was 6,400 acres per mile. The reason,
I think, that 12,800 acres were given north of
the Saskatchewan river was because the land
was not quite so valuable.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Is my honour-
able friend making an affirmation or putting
a question?

Hon. Mr. HUGHES: 1 started out to put
it in the form of a question, and the honour-
able Senator said he was not able to answer.
Then I made an affirmation to a certain ex-
tent, and on that I am going to build.

Hon, Mr. DANDURAND: Before my
honourable friend prepares the basis of an
argument, I would like him to look at the
statute which states where that land is to
be taken, because I do not know.

Hon., Mr. HUGHES: What I wish to ask
the honourable Senator is this. Provided the

land that was allotted for the building of
the railway was to be north of the Saskatche-
wan river and in the province of Manitoba,
what was the reason for changing that and
pre-empting lands in the provinces of Sas-
katchewan and Alberta? Was it because the
lands in Alberta and Saskatchewan were more
valuable and more easily sold than the lands
that were first given for the construction of
the railway?

Hon., Mr. DANDURAND: I can not
answer my honourable friend, because I have
not the statute which granted the land in
1882. For that reason I cannot say for cer-
tain where it was to be located. But I
would draw the attention of my honourable
friend to the fact that this land which is
mentioned in the Dominion Lands Act of
1908 1s described by the Minister of the time
as being in the dry belt. I do not know
whether this indicated a land of greater or
less value than other lands, and I do not
want to express any judgment as to the
value of that land. All I know is that he
gives his reason for limiting the area to that
section,

Hon. Mr. GORDON: But there is no
evidence at all in the Act that when Parlia-
ment passed it the intention was to use the
money produced to build the road. As I
understand from the statement which the
honourable gentleman has made, it was the
policy of the Minister of the Interior, and
he expressed the hope that the money de-
rived from that source might be used.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: No, not might
—that it would.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: But Parliament in
passing that Act never said it would be used
for that purpose.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Parliament
passed that Act upon the declaration of
policy of the Government that brought it
down. Here is the Minister, who, speaking
for the Government, brings down an Act
with certain money clauses in it, and declares
to what purpose that money will be applied,
and why he is bringing forward this legisla-
tion, Parliament listened to the statement
made by the Minister, representing the Gov-
ernment, and accepted the policy and voted
that law.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: Is it not a fact that
every Act must stand upon its own founda-
tion and the language expressed in it? There
is nothing in the Act at all to show that this
land was being sold only for that purpose.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I will answer
my honourable friend, I think to his satis-
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faction, The Act itself does not say where
‘the money will go. That being s0, the money
went into the Consolidated Fund of the
country, but yearly Parliament stood by the
policy enunciated by the Minister, and for
ten years and more voted the money for
the building of the railway. A new source
is indicated which will produce a sufficient
amount for the building of the railway, and
year by year Parliament sustains that policy
and votes the money taken out of the Con-
solidated Fund, and yearly the policy brings
forth its fruits, and similar amounts are re-
ceived from the sale of those lands. I can-
not understand the purpose of the question
of my honourable friend, because it is a
policy that is fair to the West because the
West which is bent on building that railway
will produce the money for the construetion
of it, and that is fair to the East, which will
not be taxed for that railway which diverts
trade towards the north, And from the
moment, that polely was initiated and the
money spent, it was with my honourable
friend’s concurrence. He was in the House of
Commons. Did he demur to the policy and
say that he was not bound by the Act—
that he wanted the money to go elsewhere,
that he wanted the railway, but wanted it
buiit out of other money? No, my honour-
able friend himself accepted that policy.

I see that in 1908 the honourable gentleman
from Boissevain (Hon. Mr. Schaffner) was in
the House and participated in the discussion.
I am under the impression that the leader of
my honourable friend said that with that
money or any other money the railway would
be built. At all events, the money was
obtained through the new source of revenue
created by that Act, and the railway was built
so far as it has gone, and with the con-
currence of my honourable friends. What
does it matter, I wonder? What is the in-
terest that lies back of my honourable friend’s
mind when he raises a question as to this
money being ear-marked. It has gone to the
Consolidated Fund and to the railway.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL: How many railways
were mentioned in the Dominion Lands Act?
‘Was the Hudson Bay railway mentioned, and,
if so, was it mentioned alone?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I do not believe
there were any mentioned in the Dominion
Lands Act, but there was one mentioned when
the Act was amended.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: My honourable
friend must know that there was no other
place for the money to come from than the
Consolidated fund. But why was this money
used for that purpose? It came from the
general fund and was not ear-marked.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: There is no
question but that the railway could have been
built out of the general fund; but when this
new source of income produced $19,000,600 or
$20,060,000 and the minister said, “I am creat-
ing that new source of income to build that
railway,” even though the money did not go
into a special fund, but has gone through the
Consolidated Fund, it has found its way to the
railway.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: Before that Act was
passed considerable land in those provinces
had been sold, and I would like my honourable
friend to tell me the difference in the wording
of the different Acts that were passed. . Was
this Act differently worded?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I stand subject
to correction, but my information is that there
was no land sold prior to this Act—that this
was a new policy. People had been getting
homesteads for nothing, but they were clam-
ouring for second homesteads, which the law
refused them, and the minister said: “I will
give them their second homesteads under
certain conditions. They may pre-empt a
neighbouring lot, and when they have ex-
ecuted their application and are entitled to
a patent on their homestead, they may pre-
empt under certain conditions which are stated -
in the Dominion Lands Act.” This was a
new policy. I believe it was the first time
that lands were sold.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL: Was not the new
policy simply to give these people a chance
to buy pre-emptions? Was not the pre-
emption the new part of the policy?

Hon, Mr. DANDURAND: Yes.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL: Not the mere selling
of the land. It was the giving to the land-
holder of an opportunity of obtaining a pre-
emption. It is the pre-emption that is new.

Hon. Mr. GILLIS: For a number of years,
beginning about 1880 or 1882, a settler could
get a pre-emption in addition to his home-
stead at a dollar an acre. I cannot say for
just how long that law existed, but it was for
a number of years.

Hon. Mr. MeCORMICK: I would like to
know whether any of this $3,000,000 vote was
applied to the building of the 92-mile link?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I stated last
week that this $3,000,000 would not go beyond
the point where the rails are laid.

Hon. W. B. ROSS: Honourable gentlemen,
before this Bill passes, there is just a word or
two of explanation that I wish to make, largely
on account of some questions that I have been
asked as to the scope and extent of the Bill.
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The purpose of the Bill is to enable the Gov-
ernment {o carry on. That is all it is. It
does not deal with the Estimates finally for
the year; it is an Interim Supply Bill. After
looking over the statute and consulting with
old parliamentarians, I find that prior to 1918
the Interim Supply Bill was different in form
from the one before us. It always had two
schedules attached to it. One schedule gave
the Government of the day the whole of any
items that were voted by way of supply, and
the other contained not all the items in the
Fstimates, but a selected number of those
items, and the Government got a grant of
one-sixth from time to time until finally the
main Supply Bill was passed. In 1918, in-
stead of the schedules the Estimates were
used. This was done on a certain understand-
ing that is made very clear by a discussion that
took place on the 4th of May this year in the
other House between Sir Henry Drayton and
the Minister of Finance. It will be found on
page 3235 of the House of Commons Hansard.
Mr. Robb moved the resolution which is the
the substance of the Bill now before us:

Mr. Robb moved :

Resolved, that a sun; not exceeding $15934,291.06
being one-twelfth of the amount of each of the several
items to be voted as set fonth in the Main Estimates
for the fiscal vear ending March 31, 1927, laid before
the House of Commons at the present session of par-
liament, be granted to His Majesty, on account for the
fiscal year ending March 31, 1927.

Sir Henry Drayton: It is understood, again that the
resolution is agreed to on the terms already stipulated:
nothing is consented to, mo rights are waived and the
present procedure may not be used for the punpose of
authorizing any new expenditures.

Mr. Robb: Quite so.

The way that has worked out since 1918 is
that the Government is given a seemingly
large grant—to-day it is one-twelfth, and
we have already given one-twelfth—with the
understanding that it applies only to those
things which have already been authorized and
that the Government will not use any part
of the grant on things that are new and not
vet authorized by Parliament So when the
honourable leader on the other side of the
House tells us that the two-twelfths contained
in the two Interim Supply Bills will entirely
provide for the road that is being operated
between the Pas and Stop 214, if not more,
then I cannot see that the Bill does anything
more than give the Government what is in
the nature of ordinary annual supply for
taking care of this piece of road, and the
whole question of what happens beyond that,
or what happens in the Bay or out in the
Straits is for the future and is still to be

explanation because several persons have asked
me just what the scope and the meaning of
the Bill are, and T do not think there can be
any misunderstanding of it with this plain
statement made in the other House, which of
course would be binding here.

Hon. Mr, DANDURAND: In the very
numerous answers that I had to give to ques-
tions that were put there may appear to be
some confusion. There is none in my mind
as to the first and second twelfths being hardly
sufficient to go toMile 214, but I added in reply
to other questions put that the.road was built,
with rails laid, to Mile 332, and that the
$3,000,000 would not go beyond putting the
railway in perfect order as far as the rails were

laid.

Hon. W. B. ROSS: That is all right. The
amount might put the rails in order all the way
to Mile 332, but, as the Bill stands now, all
the Government can take under this Bill is
money for the road that is in operation, which
they are working as a going concern and for
which they must have supply unless they are
to close down. But if they are going to make
expenditure beyond Mile 214, they will have
to wait until the final Bill is passed.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Of course, I do
not know what kind of work is needed beyond
Mile 214 for maintenance, because what applies
in respect to maintenance beyond Mile 214
and what applies before may be exactly on
the same footing.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill was
read the third time and passed.

DIVORCE BILLS
SECOND AND THIRD READINGS

Bill R3, an Act for the relief of Joseph
Robert Crow.—Hon. Mr. Mulholland.

Bill 83. an Act for the relief of Stanley
Bennett—Hon. Mr. Pope.

Bill T3, an Act for the relief of Katherine
Landon Foley.—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill U3, an Act for the relief of Edith Annie
Say—Hon. L. V. Webster.

Bill V3, an Act for the relief of Isabella
Stewart  Carmichael Wilson—~Hon. Mr.
Schaffner.

Bill W3, an Act for the relief of May Maud
Mary Johnson—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill X3, an Act for the relief of Roland
George Wickens—Hon. Mr. MeMeans.

PRIVATE BILLS
SECOND READINGS

Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY moved the second
reading of Bill 4, an Act respecting the Cana-

settled by Parliament. I am making this® dian Pacific Railway Company.
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He said: Perhaps it is due to the House to
offer a few words of explanation as to this
Bill. There are three branch lines con-
templated by it. One you will find indicated
in paragraph (a) of Section 1 of the Bill: it
is a line in the province of Alberta running
northerly for fifty or sixty miles from the
Bassano branch. The next one is referred to
in paragraph (b): a line from a point on the
northwesterly line originating at Moose Jaw,
to run away up north and thence on to
Edmonton. The proposition is to build a
line from a point at or near Rosetown, which
is west of Saskatoon, some forty or fifty miles
to a point on another branch line called the
Pheasant Hills branch. The other one is
an extension provided for in clause 2, which
would enable the Company within two years
after the passing of the Act to build a line
already provided for in a Statute of 1920, from
a branch line, again not very long—forty or
fifty miles perhaps—from Pheasant Hills
branch in a northwesterly direction. They
are both west of the city of Saskatoon.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the second time.

Hon. Mr. GORDON moved the second read-
ing of Bill 5, an Act respecting the Iater-
provincial and James Bay Railway Company.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: I understand that
James bay is a part of Hudson bay. Would
the honourable gentleman build a second rail-
road to Hudson bay now? We would like to
know. James bay, if I understand rightly, is
immediately north of Cochrane a distance of
about 250 miles. Will the honourable gentle-
man explain it? As James bay is only a part
of Hudson bay, this would be a second road to
Hudson bay.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: There will be three
or four roads up there.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN:
honourable gentleman.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: This asks for an ex-
tension of time for the completion of a road
to be built from the present terminus of the
Interprovincial and James Bay railway.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: Where is the ter-
minus?

Hon. Mr. GORDON : It is altogether in the
province of Quebeec.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: Where is the ter-
minus now?

Hon. Mr. GORDON: I forget the name of
the place, but it is near the Quinze River.
This swings around east in the province of

Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY.

I am asking the

Quebec over to what is known as the Bell
river.

Hon. Mr, CASGRAIN: And it is going to
Moose Factory?

Hon. Mr. GORDON: No.

Hon. Mr, CASGRAIN: Where is it going?
Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: To Bell river.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: The road as it exists
now, the Interprovincial and James Bay Rail-
way, is pointing towards James bay, and I un-
derstand that the intention is to go there some
time.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: To Moose Factory?

Hon. Mr. GORDON: Yes. But this is a
branch.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: Will Moose Factory
be the terminus?

Hon. Mr. GORDON: It probably will go
up that way some time, but this turns around
to the east in the province of Quebec, and
goes over to Bell river.

Hon. Mr. CURRY: Does this start from
the end of the road thaf is now constructed
bevond Cochrane?

Hon. Mr. GORDON: No.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: No, no: that is
not the one. I thought it was that one, but
it is not.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: This road is from
the end of the present C.P.R. line. This is a
subsidiary company of the C.P.R., and this
is an extension from the end of it around the
Bell river.

Hon. Mr., DANIEL: Perhaps the honour-
able gentleman would read the Bill and then
we would be able to tell something about it.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: It is only an exten-
sion : :
1. The Interprovincial and James Bay Railway Com-
pany, hereinafter called ‘“‘the Company,” may within
two years after the passing of this Act commence to
construct the line of railway which it was authorized
to construct by section one of chapter eighty-one of
the statutes of 1924, extending from the present ter-
minus of its line of railway at or near Angliers, or
Ville Marie, thence in a generally nontherly and north-
easterly direction to a point at or near the headwaters
of the Nottaway River, in the country of Abitibi, all
in the province of Quebec; and may within five years
after the passing of this Act, complete the said line of
railway.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: Well, if it is all in
the province of Quebee, they should apply to
Quebec.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: They have a Dom-

einion charter already.
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Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: But there is a road
now being built by the Ontario Government
north of Cochrane. If I understand rightly,
the road is built about forty miles north of
that point, and Mr. Ferguson, the Prime
Minister of Ontario, has gone to examine it.
He has gone as far, I think, as the bay. That
would be a competing line. It would be a
third railway to Hudson bay.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: No; this road is not
there at all.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: I have been asked
to inquire of the honourable gentleman, have
they got a land grant?

Hon. Mr. GORDON: This road?
Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: Yes.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: I do not think
s0.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: What is the length
of the road? How many miles?

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill was
read the second time.

Bill 18, an Act to change the name of the
Dominion Express Company to “Canadian
Pacific Express Company”—Hon. Mr. Haydon
—read the second time.

Hon. Mr. HAYDON: Honourable gentle-
men, this Bill is simply one for changing the
name of the Dominion Express Company to
that of the (Canadian Pacific Express Com-
pany, and I desire to move, with the consent
of the Senate, that the Bill do now receive
the third reading.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: It is very unusual
to change the name of our -corporations.
Somebody might have an objection to it. I
have no objection, but T can conceive that
the name might be confused with others.
TUnless there is some important reason for
hurry, I do not see why the Bill should have
its third reading now.

Hon. Mr. HAYDON: I have been informed
that the Canadian Pacific Railway is simply
asking that its express company, formerly run
under the name of the Dominion Express Com-
pany, may take the railway’s name, and that
the railway’s express company may have a
name and be run in the same way as the Can-
adian National Express Company.

Hon, Mr. McMEANS: I was asking the
honourable gentleman if there was any par-
ticular rush for this.

Hon. Mr. HAYDON: The company de-
sires. if the Bill goes through, that it may
©obtain the Royal Assent to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: Has it passed the
House of Commons?

Hon. Mr. HAYDON: Yes.

The motion was agreed to, and ‘the Bill
was read the third time and passed.

CANADA EVIDENCE BILL (EVIDENCE
OF PERSONS CHARGED WITH
OFFENCES)

SECOND READING

Hon. Mr. McMEANS moved the second
peading of Bill I3, an Act to amend the
Canada Evidence Act as regards the evidence
of persons charged with offences.

He said: This Bill is similar to the one
introduced by myself in this House last year.
At that time it was considered advisable, be-
fore passing such a- Bill, that the different
judges, attorneys general, and all those having
to do with the administration of ecriminal
justice, should be asked to give their opinions.
Those opinions have been given, printed, and
distributed to each of the members. I do not
know that I can add anything to what T said
last year in connection with the bill. Tts
object is simply to bring the Canada Evidence
Act into conformity with the English Act.

Under the Canadian Act a man charged
with an offence may give evidence on his
own behalf, but if he does not do so the fact
cannot be commented on either by the judge
or by the prosecuting counsel. The difficulty
is that a man giving evidence on his own
behalf can be cross-examined as to previous
convictions; so he is in this position, that if
he does not go into the box and give evidence
the jury very well know that he could have
gone into the box and denied the erime, and
they will say to themselves that he might
have denied on oath the commission of the
offence. But they do not reflect that if he
happens to be one of those unfortunate men
who committed previous crimes he can be
examined as to those previous offences. The
consequence is that his refraining from giving
evidence has a very serious effect on the
minds of the jury, and sometimes has the
effect of increasing his sentence.

Under the English Act a man accused of
a crime may go into the box, but he cannot
be examined as to previous convictions. The
presiding judge, if he thinks it his duty to
do so, may comment to the jury on the fact
that the accused did not go into the box.

Under the Canadian law, if the accused
does not appear as a witness there is no
comment, but if he goes into the box all
previous convictions may be given in evi-
dence against him. It is the policy of the
English law that if a man commits one offence
he can only be tried for that, and not tried
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for other offences when charged with but
one offence. QOur Act was passed in 1893,
and the English Aect was not passed till 1898.

If any honourable gentleman desires to
have any further information on this matter,
he should read the very exhaustive report
which was made by the Chief Justice of the
King’s Bench of the province of Manitoba,
who goes into the matter at great length,
traces it historically, and gives several reasons
why he thinks this Act would be of great
benefit to- this country. If this honourable
body consents to the second reading of the
Bill, it might then be referred to a Com-

mittee before whom these different opinions’

would be laid.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: That is one of
the clauses of the Bill that has been men-
tioned, but there are others.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: The other Bill was
one that was brought down from the House
of Commons, in which they struck out the
word “perjury,” and provided that any evi-
dence a man gave on a trial could not be
used against him in any way, and that Bill
excepted perjury. I suggested at that time
that it be referred to a Committee; but of
course that Act is dead, and it will have to
be introduced again. The consensus of
opinion, however, is very strong against it.
When that Bill reached this Chamber it was
referred to a Committee at the same time,
when the opinions were asked concerning the
Bill about which I have been speaking, and
the same parties were also asked their opinion
on that Bill. If the opinions were favour-
able, I presume it would be the duty of this
House to re-introduce that Bill, and send it
back to the House of Commons.

It is a matter of regret that so few opinions
have been given by judges and attorneys
general throughout the provinces on legis-
lation so important as this. We have some
opinions here that were given by judges of
remote county districts, one by the Chief
Justice of the Supreme Court of Canada, and
others. A large number are strongly in favour
of the Bill—I will not say the large majority,
because I have not gone through the matter
sufficiently to say so. I would suggest that
it go to the Committee, and that they report
back to the House.

Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY : I would like to
know if the honourable gentleman has looked
into the discussion that took place in Eng-
land in connection with their existing law,
and as he proposes it should be, and if he
ever discussed what we have now and what
they have not got in England. This Bill is

Hon. Mr. McMEANS.

introducing what the honourable gentleman
considers an improvement on the existing law,
and I think it is; but it strikes me that there
must have been a discussion in the English
House before the completed Act was passed
by that House, in which there are so many
eminent lawyers, ex-judges and others ac-
customed to administration of law.

Hon. Mr. M¢cMEANS: I can only say, in
reply, that Chief Justice Mathers made a
very exhaustive report on the matter. He
traces the law evidence from the year 1695;
but the law moved very slowly, and the
accused were denied the right to give evi-
dence at all. In the early Stuart period that
right was conceded, but it was not till after
the Revolution that witnesses for the defence
were, permitted to be sworn. Speaking about
the English Act, he says: 5

After the Canadian Criminal Evidence Act had been
in foree five years, the TLinperial Parliament, in 1898,
passed what is . known as the Imperial Criminal
Fvidence Aet.

They must have had the Canadian Act
before them at that time. He proceeds:

Like the Canadian Aect, it makes every person
charged with an offence, and his wife or husband, a
competent witness for the defence, but in two other
important respects it does not follow our Act. By
section 1 (f) it enacts that ‘“A person charged and
called as a witness in pursuance of this Act shall not
be asked and if asked shall not be gequired to answer
any questions tending to show that he has committed
or been convicted of or been charged with any offence
other than that wherewith he is then charged, or is
of bad character, ete.”” It then enumerates the excep-
tions as (1) when evidence of a previous erime would
be adducable to prove the crime charged; (2) where
he has sought to establish his own character or
attacked the character of the prosecutor; or (3) has
given evidence against any other person charged with
the same offence. Under the Imperial Act an accused
person may safely go into the witness box on his own
behalf, no matter what his past has been, because he
must not be asked about previous criminal practices,
or as to his character, except in the cases mentioned.

I need not take up the time of the House
with further quotations. It is a very ex-
haustive report, and if the Bill goes to the
Committee it can be read there.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I will read
those opinioms, if I have not already read
them. When were they gathered and printed?

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: They were, re-
ceived since the last Session of this House,
by the Clerk of Committees.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I have not
taken cognizance of those opinions except that
they were distributed to the members of the
Committee. I confess that just now I -am
not very clear as to the wisdom of allowing
an accused person to go into the witness
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box to rebut evidence given against him, be-
cause if there is no evidence the case is not
made out. It is when the case is fairly made
against him that he sees his interest in re-
butting it. Well, should he not appear then
in his true light? It may be his testimony
against that of some witness whose record is
without blemish. Why should he appear in
the witness box and be protected as to his past,
when possibly it is one testimony against an-
other? This is what is not exactly clear in my
mind.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: He can go into the
box and deny that he committed the offence.
Very often he is the only one that can throw
light upon the matter; but if he goes into
the box, and he has a criminal record, that
is, if he has committed other crimes for which
he should not be tried at this time, his
evidence has very little weight with the jury
Then, again, if he does not go into the box
there is no jury that does not know that he
could have been sworn as a witness, and
could have denied the charge. He can go
into the box if he likes, and he may be the
only one that can throw any light on the
crime; but what is the result? He is damned
if he idoesn't, and he is damned if he does.
But the English law takes a wider view,
saying: “He can only be tried for one offence
here; we do not want to know anything about
any others; he may have committed a dozen
other crimes, but this thirteenth crime is the
only one we are inquiring about.” Under the
Canadian law. if he goes into the box the
prosecution can prove he committed twelve
other crimes, though he may be quite inno-
cent of the thirteenth, and that has an effect
against him.

I think my honourable friend recollects that
when I introduced this Bill I told of a case
at Red Deer where a Belgian or Russian was
walking through a country district, and saw
a light in a house. He was going to a lumber
camp which he was told was 5 miles off, but
it was 25 miles distant. He could not speak
English, and he walked into a house which
was supposed to be a lodging or some place
for rest. He did not see anybody there, and
he walked upstairs and took off his boots.
The wife of the owner of the house had been
out at some entertainment, and she came
back, and the man got frightened and rushed
downstairs.
jumped up, and they had a tussle, in which
the husband was killed, for this man had a
knife. He left the house, and went on his
way, but he was arrested next morning, and
brought before the court. His lawyer would

She screamed, and her husband

not allow him to go into the witness box,
and there was no evidence at all except that
those two men met; but who attacked the
other first was unknown. The foreigner’s
lawyer would not allow him to give evidence
in connection with the case, simply because
in the old country there were some minor
offences against him. The consequence was
that he was tried and found guilty of murder.
He appealed to the Court of Appeal, and his
counsel then wanted the court to allow this
man to give the evidenece that he should have
given at the trial; but the Court of Appeal
held that the FEnglish authorities were not
to receive any evidence from. the prisoner,
who was in court at the time, and did not
give evidence; and if his counsel did not
think fit to call him he should not be called
at the Court of Appeal. But one extraordinary
thing took place; the Court of Appeal said:
“We cannot admit this evidence, but we can
hear what he would have said if he had been
called,” and they allowed his counsel to state
what the man would have said if he had been
sworn.,

The case aroused a great deal of indignation
because, with all due deference to the court,
I believe they made a mistake. Instead of
ordering a mnew trial, they cancelled the
verdiet of murder against him, and gave him
five years in the penitentiary. The whole
country was up in arms, and the people
blamed very much this Criminal Appeal Act,
which originated in this House. The court
should have ordered a new trial, or, if they
thought that was unnecessary, they certainly
should not have reduced the verdict of murder
to a sentence of five vears in the penitentiary.

Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY: It brings your
Act into disrepute.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: If the honourable
gentleman will allow it to go to Committee,
we can thrash it out there. Th reads over these
opinions and gives them his consideration he
will realize that this is a very wise Act. I
have not introduced it off my own bat, but
have done so at the behest of some very
eminent judges.

Hon. Mr. BEIQUE: Honourable gentlemen,
I have an open mind on this Bill. but I
desire to call the attention of the honourable
member to this phase of it. Suppose an
ordinary witness were examined before a jury,
he could be asked whether he had mot been
found guilty of perjury, and his answer would
affeet his testimony very much. If the accused
was asked the question, would not his evidence
be affected by it?
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Hon. Mr. McMEANS: The only way I can
answer that is by pointing out that prior to
1893, when the Canada Evidence Act camec
into force, the accused, or the husband or wife
of the accused, could not give evidence at all.
The honourable gentleman will recollect that
very often counsel for the prisoner would say
to the jury: “We regret that this man cannot
go into the box and tell you what happened.
but the law will not allow it. I can tell you
gentlemen, if he were allowed to go into thai
hox he would say so and so.” When you give
him the privilege of going into the box you
destroy it, because if he does not go into the
box you can comment upon his action. The
jury knows that he can go into the box, and
if he does not do so such action weighs very
materially against him. So far as I can judge.
the English law is more humane and more
just, and tends to bring out all the evidence.
I would like my honourable friend to read the
opinion tuat I have spoken of. It is the
opinion of the only judge who has gone into
the matter at any considerable length.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: The second
reading could be taken on the understanding
that the Senate is not binding itself to the
principle of the Bill, and the Bill could then
go to the same Committee that sat last year.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill was
read the second time.

Hon. Mr. MecMEANS: I beg to move that
the Bill be referred to a special committee
consisting of Messrs. Barnard, Beaubien,
Béique, Belcourt, Dandurand, Girroir, Haydon,
Murphy, Pardee, Robinson, Ross (Middleton),
Tanner, Willoughby, and the mover.

The mation was agreed to.

POSSESSION OF WEAPONS BILL
SECOND READING

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT moved the second
reading of Bill Q3, an Act to amend certain
provisions of the Criminal Code respecting
the possession of weapons.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND:
honourable gentleman explain?

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT: Honourable gentle~
men, the title of the Bill gives a pretty fair
idea of its purpose. It is the same Bill which
I had the honour to introduce in this House
in the year 1921, and provides for the same
remedies. At that time the Bill was read a
first time, but on the second reading, after
a discussion took place, the debate was
adjourned and the Bill was not reached again.

The Bill, I think, was amply justified and,
I should say, was demanded by public opinion

Hon. Mr. BEIQUE.

Would the

at the time. Since, then the demand for
legislation of this kind has very greatly
increased. It is a matter of public notoriety
that the use of revolver, for instance, which
is one of the weapons that I am trying to have
removed from society, has very much increased.
Whether this is a result of the war and the
familiarity bred at that time by the promis-
cuous use and display of arms I am not
prepared to say, although I think the war is
a factor which has contributed very largely
to extend the use of the revolver.

We know that the provision which has ex-
isted in the Criminal Code for the purpose of
preventing the possession and carrying of
revolvers and other weapons has never really
been observed: anyone at any time can go and
purchase a revolver; even boys in their ’teens
can go and buy a revolver or an air gun or
something of that sort.

Statistics to-day show that a very large per-
centage of the crimes committed are com-
mitted suceessfully simply because it is so easy
to procure a revolver or some other weapon
which can be concealed upon the person, and
that there is a demand for some drastic
measure in the United States, in England, and
in France, can be shown by newspaper extracts
which I have collected since the Bill was
submitted the first time. When the Bill was
first before the House I had the privilege of
reading a number of newspaper extracts which
I think were very convincing, and I now have
a number of others which have appeared since,
and which contain an almost universal demand
not only for a stricter measure to guard the
public against the danger of firearms, but for
a law to prohibit the manufacture, import-
ation and sale of revolvers. I could cite a
large number of newspapers in which that
opinion is expressed clearly and emphatically.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: Does the honourable
gentleman propose to prevent importation?

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT: Yes, that is the
main object of this Bill. It is true that I
have taken advantage of the Bill to deal with
the provisions with regard to weapons now in
the Code, and I may say that I have sup-
pressed several anticles of the Code for the
purpose of removing what has been the source
of embarassment and confusion to the courts
in carrying out the present provisions of the
Code in this respect. But that is not the main
purpose of the Bill. The main purpose of the
Bill is to prohibit the impontation, manu-
facture and sale of the weapons described in
the Bill.

Hon. Mr. BUREAU: What about their
use?
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Hon. Mr. BELCOURT: That is provided
for. The use of the revolver is limited to
those people who are authorized to use it for
police or militia purposes.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: How would they get
them if the importation and manufacture were
prohibited?

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT: The importation
would be placed under the control of the
authorities of the country. It may be that
the only way to accomplish such a purpose
would be for the Dominion Government to
provide that the importation of firearms should
be under the control of an officer specially
appointed for that purpose and responsible to
the government.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: Then you would per-
mit some revolvers to be imported for that
purpose, but you would not permit any to be
manufactured.

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT: I would make no
distinction between manufacture and import-
ation. I want to prohibit the manufacture,
importation and sale, except under strict gov-
ernment control. This I do not think should
be government function, but it must be per-
formed by some officer directly responsible to
the government. Under the Bill nobody else
would be allowed to import, buy, or manu-
facture a revolver. A great many of the
crimes to-day are the result of the promiscuous
use of the revolver, and that is the only way
you are going to prevent this class of crime. I
do-not know whether honourable gentlemen
care at this late hour of the night to hear
these newspaper extracts, but perhaps I may
be permitted to read a few of them. Here is
one. Judge Kapper of New York says:

Hardly a day passes, that we do not read of hold-
ups and robberies by armed men. Pistols are the
cause. The ease with which the eriminally inclined
obtain revolvers is the evil to which must be ascribed
the prevalence of crimes of violence.

Just so long as the gunman and highwayman can
possess himself of a pistol just so long must we expect
hold-ups, robberies and murders. The manufacture and
sale of firearms which can be concealed upon the
person should be stopped.

The Federal Government can materially aid by an
approprate interstate commence embargo. Pistols and
their cantridges are no more a fit commodity for
general and indiseriminate purchase than is poison. If

pistols are useful and needful in police and army ser--

vice, let the Government alone manufacture and dis-
tribute them under suitable registry and control. I
should say that, with this idea carried through, violent
crime would shortly be materially lessened, and within
a reasonable period of time would substantially dis-
appear.

The next article is taken from one of our
local newspapers—the Evening Journal. It is
entitled “ Why not?” and reads as follows:

Katherine Tynan, the Irish poetess, should know
Ireland well, and she assures us that ninety per
14015—5

cent of her countrymen are hungering and thirsting
for peace, but that the remaining ten per cent are
“young, without responsilsilities, and they have the
revolvers,”

“They have the revolvers. There you have most
of the story of the chaos in Ireland—and most of the
story of all erime in civilization. “They have the
revolvers.”” Civilization could soon stop nine-tenths of
the murders that oceur in it by stopping the manu-
facture of revolvers and revolver ammunition. Prohibit
manufacture; prohibit sale. For a time, while the
stock of revolvers and automatics or the ammunition
for them held out, the effect would be slow—but in
time, it would be final.

No good reason against this prohibition exists.
Revolvers are useless except for crime or war, and not
much use for the latter. While the existing stock
held ouf, criminals wou'd have them, but so would
other citizens and the police, and so far as that is
concerned, things would be no worse than now.

Civilization could stop the revolver; but no country
needs wait in this matter for any other. Any country
could advantageously prohibit the revolver within its
limits. Why not Canada? X

Will not some Member of Parliament or Senator
move to this effect?

The following is part of an article which
appeared in the Ottawa Journal. I will read
only two orrthree lines of it:

The common sense of the revolver question is to
stop its manufacture and sale. Except for police pur-
poses, and this could be provided for in any measure
to prohibit revolvers, the revolver is of no wmse for
anything on earth except war, and not likely now to
be of much use in that.

Another one is entitled “ The Revolver.,” It
says:

Six factories in one town in Spain are devoted to
the manufacture of cheap revolvers, and 500,000 of
these murderous weapons are exported to the United
States each year on the orders of conscienceless
dealers who dispose of them to any person who may
seek to buy. It has been proven that many of the
murders committed in Chicago are due to the use of
the Spanish-made revolvers. The tariff commission
will now recommend to the President that the importa-
tion of cheap revolvers be stopped.

Penny wise, pound foolish, If there is any good
argument for stopping the importation of cheap
revolvers, the same argument is good for stopping the
importation of all revolvers. If revolvers are an evil
thing, are they any less evil when they are of the
most efficient and deadly kind, as expensive revolvers
are?

And if good argument exists against importation of
revolvers because they are evil, does not the same
argument apply against home manufacture?

Why permit revolvers, at all? Even our police are
not supposed to shoot first.

Judge Ackerman, of New York:

I do not know of one single case where a revolver,
legally carried by a permit, stopped a hold-up or a
burglary. The hold-up man is always ready and
quick on the draw, while the citizen is taken by
surprise and is never ready, so any atempt on his part
to draw is more likely to result in his death than in
preventing the hold-up.

The Chicago Tribune:

We believe that this evil should be attacked at itg
source by a law prohibiting the manufacture or sale
of revolvers for private use. The revolver is made
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for one purpose only—to shoot men. It is not a hunting
weapon, and only soldiers and officers of the law should
be permitted to possess or carry them.

The St. Louis Star:

The chief claim for the revolver is that it can be
carried secretly on the person. But who carries it
there? The criminal. By existing law, any private
citizen who so carries it is a criminal, and most people
who do so are not primarily interested in self-protec-
tion.

The Grand Rapids Press:

The dozens of statutes against the carrying of
deadly weapons have mnever been of much use, and
never will be until sale and disposal except for official
purposes is done away with, and licensed owners are
registered.

An article which appeared just a few days
ago in the Montreal Herald:

The Deadly Revolver

Within a few days a wife has been murdered, an ex-
policeman has been murdered, and a mother-in-law
has been shot at and escaped death by a miracle.

In all these crimes in Montreal the deadly revolver
has been the weapon used.

Were it not for the free and unrestrained traffic in
revolvers not one of these crimes would hawe oceurred.

Revolvers are freely advertised—you can even get
them delivered by mail. They can be bought in in-
numerable stores in Montreal—in many secondhand
stores for a song.

This weapon is a curse of civilization, and is an in-
sistent temptation to every owner.

Never will crime be kept in hand until the manu-
facture or importation of revolvers is absolutely pro-
hibited except under the strictest government super-
vision.

I have quite a few more, but I will not
bother the House by reading them now. The
Bill, I repeat, has for its object the very pur-
pose so strongly and so well enunciated in
these different quotations which I have read
to the House. I need only appeal to the
personal experience of everyone who is now
listening to me. -Just go back for a year or
two and try to remember some of the crimes
the details of which have filled our papers
and occupied the attention of our people.
Remember the crimes in Montreal for which
four or five men paid the death ‘penalty—all
the result of the revolver. If you try to
ascertain mathematically the consequences of
the revolver by thinking of the number of
cases that you know of and can recollect in
which the revolver played the whole part,
vou will at once see that the revolver is the
cause of crime. It is the cause of the intense
increase of crime in the United States espe-
cially. Thank God we are not quite so bad
as they are in that respeet, but we are close
imitators and the tendency seems to be to
imitate the United States more closely, not
only in the case of revolvers, but in other
respects too. I am sure that if honourable
members listening to me now will thipk of

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT.

the number of crimes that have been .com-
mitted in this country by means of the re-
volver, because of the facility with which
anyone can buy this weapon and use it, you
will be impressed with the necessity for some
legislation such as I am proposing.

Let me repeat, what I seek to obtain is a
law whereby it shall be forbidden to anybody
to bring a revolver into this country, or to
manufacture or sell a revolver in this coun-
try, except undet immediate government con-
trol and surveillance. There is in the Act a
provision by which revolvers may be carried
and used by those who are entrusted with
the keeping of the peace—by policemen and
by the Militia; but I want the law to be such
that every year the Government may be
asked and will be able to furnish a report of
every revolver that has been disposed of in
this country, and to indicate to whom it has
been permitted. Unless that is done the in-
tensity of erime will continue and increase
from year to year.

1 could say a good deal more about this
Bili, but the hour is getting late. The Bill
will have to go to a Committee where it will
be discussed, and it will of course come back
to us finally. I earnestly commend it to the
House. The measure is one which is urgently
needed. I advocate it because I think public
opinion is not only prepared for it, but de-
mands it, and peace and safety require it. If
the motion for second reading is carried, I
intend to ask that this Bill be referred to the
same Committee as that to which my honour-
able friend’s (Hon. Mr. McMeans’) Bill with
regard to evidence has just been referred. The
members of that Committee are all lawyers.
I do not know that that is altogether so
desirable as my honourable friend thought. I
would like to see a few busines men on it.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: They are two dif-
ferent Bills, you know.

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT: Yes. However, I
am quite content, if the second reading is car-
ried, to leave it to the Committee which was
appointed a little while ago.

Hon. G. G. FOSTER: I would like to ask
my honourable friend, are there any revolvers
manufactured in Canada now?

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT: I am not sure. I
really do not know. I fancy the greater num-
ber are imported.

Hon. Mr. FOSTER: Since the Ross Rifle
factory was closed, I understand there are no
revolvers manufactured in Canada, but I
would like to know for sure.
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Hon. Mr. BUREAU: By this Bill, I under-
stand, the Minister of Justice is given control
of importation. That is already controlled
by the Customs Act. Section 127 of the Cus-
toms Act provides that no one shall import
into Canada from any country whatever (be-
fore 1921 you could import from the British
Empire) any firearms except by permission of
or with a permit from the Minister of Cus-
toms. Suppose that after we passed this
legislation a man were to import on a permit
from the Minister of Customs: he would
still be liable to a fine because he had not
got the permission of the Minister of Justice.
There would be a clash of two authorities.

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT: I thank my hon-
ourable friend for calling my attention to
that. I now recall that there is such a provi-
sion as my honourable friend says. Therefore,
in order that it may be logical and conse-
quential, T shall only have to provide in the
new Bill—and I shall move it when the time
comes—that that provision of the Customs Act
be repealed.

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON: Would my hon-
ourable friend indicate to the House what
improvement there would be in having the
Minister of Justice administer this Act instead
of the Minister of Customs, who now has
control?

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT: I do not wish to
enter into comparisons, which are sometimes
odious; and I have not much preference as
between one and the other. I want the Gov-
ernment to have absolute control. Whether
it can be exercised better through the Min-
ister of Customs than through the Minister
of Justice, or vice versa, is quite immaterial
to me.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: The Minister
of Customs can control only the border, but
it is the use of firearms within the country
which will have to be controlled, and that
can be done better by the Minister of Justice,
who covers the whole ground.

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT: Of course. And
my honourable friend (Hon. Mr. Bureau)
speaks of this Bill as if it dealt only with the
importation.

Hon. Mr. BUREAU: Yes.

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT: It does not deal
with that alone; it deals with the manu-
facture and with the sale, over which the
Minister of Customs has no jurisdiction,

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: And the pos-
session.
14015—5%

Hon. Mr. BUREAU: I understand perfectly,
but it was in order that any conflict might be
avoided that I called my honourable friend’s
attention to the matter. The case I was sug-
gesting is this. Suppose I go to the Minister
of Customs and get a permit to import a
revolver, I am still liable under the new
Bill to a fine because I have not got the
sanction of the Minister of Justice.

I would reply to my honourable friend from
Welland (Hon. Mr. Robertson), who has just
asked a question, that I think it is better
that the Minister of Justice should have
jurisdiction. He is going to control the im-
portation, manufacture and sale. There is no
sanction in the present law. The only thing
you can do is to tell the man who imports,
“Your goods will remain in the Customs
House.” He is not punished. They go back.
The new Bill, I think, is better. The Min-
ister of Justice should have control of the
whole thing.

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON: My honourable
friend from Alma (Hon. G. G. Foster) has
just indicated that there are no revolvers
manufactured in Canada. The Minister of
Customs now apparently has the control of
importations. If there are none manufactured
and none imported, it scems difficult to un-
derstand how many could be sold. I am just
wondering whether or not this additional legis-
lation is necessary.

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT: It is quite evident
that there are many revolvers in use in Can-
ada. Everybody knows that. It is notorious.

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON: They are already
sold.

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT: No. The importa-
tion is not prohibited, nor the manufacture,
nor the sale. Anybody can go and buy a
revolver or any other kind of firearm.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: It is necessary to
have a license, is it not?

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT: Yes, I know, but
vou can get a license for the asking. A per-
mit, the form of which I have put in the Act,
can be granted under subsection 2 of section
118:

Upon sufficient cause being shown, any officer of the
Royal Canadian Mounted Police or of a provineial
police or detective force, or any stipendiary or distriet
magistrate or police magistrate, or acting magistrate,
or sheriff, or chief constable of any ecity, incorporated
town, district or municipality, or any person authorized
under the law of any province to issue licenses or
permits to carry firearms or to hunt or shoot, or any
officer or class of officers or persons thereto authorized
by the Governor in Council may grant any applicant
therefor as to whose discretion and good character he
is satisfied a permit in form 76, for such period. . .. .
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I should have said that this Bill has re-
ceived the consideration of several gentle-
men experienced in drafting Bills, and it has
‘the warm endorsation of our own Law Clerk.
I intend to ask that when the Bill is before
that Special Committee the present Com-
missioner of the Mounted Police, Colonel
Starnes, the former Commissioner Sir Percy
Sherwood, and other gentlemen who have had
a life-long experience in these matters, may
be called to give the Committee the benefit
of their experience and advice; and, no
doubt, other gentlemen of equal qualifica-
tions will be available. As I say, I think
all the present provisions of the law with re-
gard to firearms have been very -carefully
examined and if the purpose of the Bill meets
with the approval of the Committee, I think
I might say without bragging too much, you
will find that the measure contains all the
provisions and precautions necessary in order
to carry out the purposes in view.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the second time.

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT moved:

That this Bill be referred to a Committee consisting
of Hon. Messrs. Barnard, Beaubien, Beique, Bureau,
Dandurand,  Girroir, Haydon, Munphy, McMeans,
Pardee, Robinson, Ross (Middleton), Tanner,
Willoughby and the mover.

The motion was agreed to.

PRIVATE BILL
SECOND READING

Bill Y3, an Act respecting Dominion Elec-
tric Protection Company.—Hon. G. G. Foster.

DIVORCE BILLS
SECOND AND THIRD READINGS

Bill Z3, an Act for the relief of Marjorie
Durham Morgan—Hon. Mr. Smith.

Bill A4, an Act for the relief of Amber
May Wolfenden.—Hon. G. V. White.

Bill B4, an Act for the relief of Edna
Beatrice Burley—Hon. G. V. White.

Bill C4, an Act for the relief of Bessie Hyde
Lanyon Calhoun.—Hon. G. V. White.

Bill D4, an Act for the relief of Bleecker
Foy Maidens—Hon. G. V. White.

Bill E4, an Act for™ the relief of George
Almon Wickett—Hon. G. V. White.

THE ROYAL ASSENT

The Hon. the SPEAKER informed the
Senate that he had received a communication
from the Governor-General's Secretary ac-
quainting him that the Right Hon. F. A.
Anglin, acting as Deputy of the Governor-
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General, would proceed to the Senate Cham-
ber on Wednesday, the 12th inst, at 5 o’clock
pam.,, for the purpose of giving the Royal
Assent to certain Bills.

The Senate adjourned until to-morrow at
3 p.m.

THE SENATE

Wednesday, May 12, 1926.

The Senate met at 3 p.m., the Speaker in
the Chair.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

ORGANIZATION OF SENATE STAFF

REPORT (0) ) COMMITTEE—CONSIDERATION
POSTPONED

Hon. Mr. DANIEL presented the fourth
report of the Standing Committee on In-
ternal Economy and Contingent Accounts.

He said: Honourable gentlemen, in view
of the fact that we are going to adjourn now
for a fortnight and that the Clerk of the Senate
will necessarily have to consult the Civil
Service Commission with regard to it, I would
move, if I have the unanimous consent of the
Chamber, that the report be now concurred
in.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: There is one
feature of the report with which I am not
absolutely in accord. I may need some
further explanation. For that reason I would
ask that it stand over till after the adjourn-
ment. .

Hon. Mr. DANIEL: Very well. I move
that the report be taken into consideration
on the 25th of May next.

Hon, Mr. DANDURAND: I may as well
state now what is my objection. For a num-
ber of years it has been the consensus of
opinion in the Senate, inasmuch as the House
of Commons had only two officers at the
Table for the much heavier work it has to
carry on, that when the occasion came we
ought to reduce our representation at the
table to that of the House of Commons, That
has actually been done. I cannot understand
why, in the reorganization which is before
us, the position of Second Assistant Clerk at
the Table is not dropped, for I have been
under the impression that we would not ap-
point a third officer at the Table. It is some-
what dangerous to maintain a vacancy, be-
cause temptations may arise. That is the
reason why I ask that the report be not taken
now.
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Hon. Mr. DANIEL: It would be hardly
worth while to give any explanations in the
face of the fact that the honourable Minister
objects to the report being considered now;
so I will not take up time by making any
explanations:

The motion for consideration of the report
on the 25th of May next was agreed to.

SECOND CLERK ASSISTANT

REPORT OF COMMITTEE—CONSIDERATION
POSTPONED

Hon, Mr. DANIEL presented the fifth re-
port of the Standing Committee on Internal
Economy and Contingent Accounts, and
moved that this report be taken into con-
sideration on the 25th of May next.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I confess that
1 was unaware of the report that was to
follow the first one. So my remarks were
absolutely apart from, and above, the question
of persons, since I took it for granted that
we were not filling that third position.

The motion was agreed to.

PRIVATE BILLS
FIRST READINGS

Bill 19, an Act to incorporate the Pioneer
Insurance Company—Hon. Mr. McMeans.

Bill 20, an Act respecting the Pacific Coast
Tire Insurance Company.—Hon. Mr. Crowe.

DIVORCE BILLS
FIRST READINGS

Bill I5, an Act for the relief of Annie
Rebecea Herbert—Hon. Mr. Willoughby.

Bill J5, an Act for the relief of David Joseph
Potter—Hon. Mr. Willoughby.

Bill K5, an Act for the relief of Walter
Harold Bingley —Hon. Mr. Willoughby.

Bill L5, an Act for the relief of Ethel Har-
riet Little—Hon. Mr. Robertson.

ROYAL COMMISSIONS, 1921 TO 1926
INQUIRY

Hon. Mr. TANNER inquired of the Gov-
ernment :

1. In respect to what matters were Royal Commis-
cions appointed by the Government of Canada during
the period of 1921 until 1926 inclusive?

9. What was the total cost to the country of each
Royal Commission?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: As the answer
is a somewhat lengthy one, I will not read
it, but will hand it to the reporter, and my
honorable friend can read it in Hansard:
Department of Finance:

1. (a) Pulpwood; (b) Home Bank of Can-
ada.

2. (a) $7567251; (b) $20,392.93.
Department of Indian Affairs:

1. (a) To investigate and inquire generally
into the affairs of the Six Nations Indians,
including matters relating to education, health,
morality, election of chiefs, powers assumed
by council, administration of justice, soldiers’
settlement and any other matters affecting
the management, life and progress of the
said Indians as may be required by the
Superintendent General of Indian Affairs.

(b) To inquire into the validity of the
claim of the Chippewa ‘and Mississauga
Indians to a certain interest in lands in the
Province of Ontario to which the Indian title
had not been extinguished by surrender or
otherwise, and, in the event of the Commis-
sion’s determining in favour of the validity
of the claim, to negotiate a treaty with the
said Indians for the surrender of the said
lands upon payment of such compensation as
may be fixed by said treaty.

2. (a) $5,510.34; (b) $15,060.50.

Department of Justice:

1. Commission to revise the Dominion
Statues.

2. To 31st March, 1926. $68,029.44.
Department of Marine and Fisheries:

1. In respect to British Columbia Fisheries.

2. $10,700.76.

Department of National Defence:

1. Two Royal Commissions were appointed
during the period in question.

(2) A Commission appointed on 30th June,
1921, to enquire into irregularities and frauds
in connection with the redemption at par of
exchange of sterling funds by returned mem-
bers of British and Canadian Forces.

(b) A Commission appointed on 26th March,
1924, to enquire into any and all irregularities
ond frauds of all kinds in connection with
contracts for the supply of coal to the De-
partment of Militia and Defence and the
Department of National Defence at Win-
nipeg, Man., from the year 1918 to date of
the issue of the Commission, and in con-
nection with the supply of coal under such
contracts.

2. (a) $26,203.10; (b) $20,738.16.

Privy Council:

1. 16 Oct. 1922—Charges of political par-
tizanship against Government employees in
Cape Breton.

16 Oct. 1922—Charges of political par-
tizanship against Government employees in
the Province of Quebec?

97 QOct. 1922—Charges of political par-
tizanship against Government employees in
Prince Edward Island.
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11 Nov. 1922—Charges of political par-
tizanship against Government employees in
the Province of Ontario.

26 Jan.’ 1923—Charges of political par-

tizanship against Government employees in

the Province of Ontario.

26 Feb. 1923—Charges of political par-
tizanship against Government employees in
the electoral district of Wright.

26 June 1923—Charges of political par-
‘tizanship against Government employees in
the Province of New Brunswick.

12 Sept. 1923-—Charges of political par-
tizanship against Government employees in
Prince Edward Island.

22 Sept. 1923—Cause of industrial unrest
among steel workers at Sydney.

27 Feb. 1924—Home Bank Failure.

24 Mar, 1926—Charges of political par-
tizanship against Government employees in
Ontario.

27 Mar. 1926—Alleged existence of corrupt
or illegal practices in the election in the
electoral district of Athabasca on 29 Oct.
1925.

7 Apr. 1926—Maritime Provinces rights.

2. No information.

Department of Railways and Canals:

1. F. H. Honeywell—May 18, 1923. G.T.R.
Gratuities.

2. $2,450.90.

Department of the Secretary of State:

1. 1923 to date: Commission of Inquiry to
investigate claims made by persons residing in
Canada for reparation for losses sustained by
reason of acts of illegal warfare committed
by the enemy during the late war. Commis-
sioners: Hon. William Pugsley, K.C.; ap-
pointed by Commission dated 13th March,
1923, as amended by Commission dated 21st
May, 1923. James Friel, K.C., appointed 19th
June, 1925.

2. $61,607.92. February 28th, 1926.
Department of Soldiers’ Civil Re-Establish-

ment:

1. Pursuant to a recommendation of the
Special Committee of the House of Com-
mons selected during the Session of 1922, to
consider questions relating to pensions, in-
surance and the re-establishment of returned
soldiers, a Royal Commission was appointed
by P.C. 1525, of the 22nd July, 1922, to con-
duct inquiries and to report upon matters
relating to the administration of pensions and
the re-establishment of former soldiers.

2. The total cost of the Commission was
$123,674.59. s
Soldier Settlement Board :

1. Royal Commission appointed July, 1922,
on Pensions and Re-establishment.
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2. No information; no payments made by
this Board.

Department of Trade and Commerce:

1. 1921, Grain; 1922, Lake Grain Freight
Rates; 1923, Grain.

2. 1921, Grain Inquiry Commission cost
$46,373:12; 1922, Lake Grain Freight Rates
Commission cost $41,012.00; 1923, Grain In-
quiry Commission cost $170,895.67.

THE LEAGUE OF NATIONS

GOVERNMENT’'S REQUEST
ADMISSION

Hon. R. DANDURAND rose in accord-
ance with the following notice:

That when he lays on the Table to-morrow the
report of the Canadian Delegates to the 6th Assembly
of the League of Nations he will draw the attention
of the Senate to the convening of the Special As-
sembly of the League on the 7th of March last to
consider the German Government’s request for ad-
mission to the League of Nations.

GERMAN FOR

He said: Honourable gentlemen, I hesitated
some time before rising to make a statement
on the doings of the League of Nations during
the month of March last, because I had the
impression that the newspapers had faith-
fully conveved daily news of the events that
passed; but it has been represented to me
that the newspaper correspondents have so
beclouded the issues by most unfair ecom-
ments that it would be advisable for me to
tell the members of this Chamber what really
took place in Geneva. .

It will be remembered that in 1924 the
Assembly devoted its sessions to amend-
ments to the Covenant which would close
the gaps through which war might filter. The
result of that work was embodied in a docu-
ment called the Protocol, which was based
on the general principle of compulsory arbi-
tration, the effect of which would bring
security and consequent disarmament. It was
universal in its aim, and obligated all the
members of the League. We remember the
fate it met. The elections had taken place
in Great Britain and the Government of
Ramsay MacDonald had gone down, and his
policy as well. The Baldwin Government
through Sir Austen Chamberlain, the Min--
ister for Foreign Affairs, declared that Great
Britain was not ready to bind itself to such
unlimited and unknown obligations, but that
it was ready to proceed step by step and to
examine into the settlement of difficultes in
a regional manner; that it had received a
communication from Berlin offering to dis-
cuss a treaty with Great Britain and France
for the settlement of the Rhine problem, and
that, perhaps by a longer way, through
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gradually working from problem to problem,
the principle of arbitration would expand and
cover Europe.

This was the statement made to the
Council on the 14th of March, 1925, and
later on in the House of Commons, by Sir
Austen Chamberlain, speaking for Great
Britain, a statement which he repeated at
the Assembly of September, 1925. Some of
the members of the Assembly regretted that
the work of the preceding Assembly had been
ail in vain, but expressed the hope that some
advance would be made in the same direction,
although perhaps more slowly, through the
working out of regional agreements. The
Assembly practically gave its benediction to
the work which was to be undertaken, and
the powers interested in the Rhine and Cen-
tral Europe gathered in Locarno, and there
important agreements were signed. I really
believed that was an accomplishment that
could not be sufficiently loudly hailed by the
world at large. It was to my mind a red
letter day for the peace of Europe. Those
agreements contained all the principles of
the Covenant, and practically the underlying
principles of the Protocol.

Arbitration was decreed between the sig-
natories to these agreements; they bound
themselves to arbitrate all questions—juridical
questions going to the Hague Tribunal, and
the others either to an arbitration board or-
ganized by the nations interested or to the
Council of the League. TFurther, the League
was given the superintendence of those
treaties which were to be registered in the
Secretariat.  They were so drafted as to
come under the aegis of the League.

Now. the most important feature of those
agreements, a feature which did not exist
in the Protocol—because the Protocol only
tended to bind the members of the League—
was the presence of Germany. Germany, at
Locarno, agreed to the terms of those ar-
rangements. When I say that those treaties
were made under the aegis of the League, i
could go further and say that Great Britain
was practically made the umpire in the
settlement of any difficulty which might arise
on the Rhine between Belgium and France
on the one side and Germany on the other:
There was the presence of Great Britain to
declare that she would see to "the main-
tenance and carrying out of those agreements
in the letter and in the spirit. Matters were
to be so much under the guardianship of the
League that the treaty of guarantee de-
clared that it was to become operative only
on the day when Germany formed part of
the League. Germany subscribed to the
obligation of entering the Ledgue, but had

previously, and did at that moment, set a
condition—that it would be granted a per-
manent seat on the Council of the League.

We all know that the League is composed
of three principal organs—I will not speak
of the Secretariat, which plays a very im-
portant role, but rather of the Assembly and
of the Council. The Assembly meets every
year in September, and is composed of the
three official delegates of each of the mem-
bers of the League, who are 55 in number.

If one reads the Covenant he will have
difficulty in finding a definition of the
respective powers of the Assembly and of the
Council. This is fairly vague, and I believe
that it was made thus on purpose. The two
bodies seem to have concurrent jurisdiction,
but I draw the attention of the Senate to the
fact that the Assembly meets only once a
year, that is, in one month out of the twelve,
while the Council is obliged to meet four
times a year, and is the live organ during
eleven months of the twelve. Besides that,
it is a more managable institution. It is
composed of ten members, most of whom are
at hand. It is true that Japan has a repre-
sentative, and that South America has two;
but Japan and South America are generally
represented by permanent delegates at the
League, or by ambassadors at the capitals
of Europe; so that within 24 hours the
Council can be called if a danger signal is
cent out from the Secretariat, whose head is
Sir Eric Drummond.

The Covenant was mostly drafted by the
Great Powers, who had naturally played the
principal role in the war. They realized their
heavy responsibility to lead in the preparation
of the terms of peace, and also in the pre-
paration of the Covenant; and when it came
to organizing the Council with its exceptional
functions the Great Powers felt that they
should be permanently represented therein.

In observing the working of the Council as
well as of the Assembly, I have been strongly
impressed by the necessity of the presence of
the Great Powers in the Council. If all the
Councillors were elected annually by the
Assembly there would soon arise a call for
the rotation principle. As a matter of fact,
twice if not three times that principle has
been afirmed by the Assembly, so far as the
six elected members are concerned. The same
principle would have availed if the election
of the whole Council had been thrown into
the Assembly, and we would have run the
risk of seeing the Great Powers eliminated
through that votation principle.

One might ask himself what would be the
authority of the League, as represented by the
Counecil, if the Great Powers were not there
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in Council when some clash or some difference
appeared between two Powers. It might be
2 secondary matter, or a more serious one
if between two of the principal  Powers;
but what would happen if those Great Powers
were not there in the Council, and the lead
were taken by secondary Powers? One can
visualize what would be the importance and
moral authority of decisions made in the
absence of the Great Powers, We have all
felt at times the absence of one of those
Great Powers, the United States, and quite
often during the last six years we have said
to ourselves: “What a pity that the United
States is not there, because of its ability to
furnish disinterested umpireship!” For these
reasons I believe that those who met in Paris
for the drafting of the Covenant did very
good work. They gave permanent seats to
the five Great Powers there represented—
Great Britain, the United States, France,
Japan and Ttaly—and they provided for
annual representation of the Assembly: they
allowed for annual seats,

When the Assembly met it was found that,
instead of five permanent seats, only four
were filled: the United States was not there;
and in 1922, for reasons that are quite
apparent, the Assembly, on the recommenda-
tion of Council, which was imperative,
unanimously increased the number from four
elected members to siX; so that up to this
day we have the present Counecil functioning
with four permanent representatives of the
Great Powers and six elected annually, It
will be noticed that the numbers we have
to-day, five permanent seats—because that
of the United States remains there for that
nation—and six annual seats, are not figures
that cannot be altered. They might be
altered to-morrow by adding one for Germany,
and the day after to-morrow the number
might be increased to provide for Russia
coming in. At the same time an addition
may be made of one or two seats for con-
current increase in the elected members of
the Assembly. So that the number of itself
IS not one that we must consider as sacred ;
there is no absolute major principle in the
fixing of those numbers,

One must not forget that the Council, which
has been given great powers, can only exercise
most of them by unanimity. It is not always
satisfactory to be governed by a minority of
one-tenth; but it was so decided, for the
reason that the world, or humanity, repre-
sented by races and nations, was not ready
to create a super-state, a super—parliament,
which the Council would have been if the
majority therein had ruled. Some states
would have been obliged to accept the rule

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND

of the majority. In order to keep away from
the danger of creating that super-state, the
principle of unanimity was decreed. There
are a good many reasons why it should be
so, outside of the all-important reason against
creating a super-state, Among other reasons,
there would be a danger of groups foriing,
of cabals being organized, or lobbying being
pursued in order to secure a majority in the
Council. There must be unanimity, which
means that the solution of every question
must be so satisfactory, so fair, that it will
secure the assent of all the members,

The rule of unanimity still avails in the
altering of the composition of the Couneil,
and Germany needed that unanimity in order
to obtain a permanent seat. I stated that
Germany, after Locarno and before, had put
as a condition precedent to its entering the
Assembly that it should be assured in ad-
vance, by the ten. Governments represented
in the Council, that it would have a per-
manent seat in the Council. Before its re-
quest was accepted by the Assembly it wanted
to be sure that that condition precedent would
be granted.

Now, as far back as the 24th of September,
1924, Germany wrote to the ten Governments
represented on the Council asking, among
other things, first, its position under Article
XVI, and some other questions, and then pro-
ceeded to say:

The German Government has no intention of claim-
ing speeial privileges for Germany. It recognizes that
the full development of the League can only proceed
along lines of absolute equality between the States
of which it is composed. However, so long as the
Covenant of the League of Nations assigns a privi-
leged position to certain States, inasmuch as it grants
themn the right of permanent representation on the
Council, which is primarily the executive organ of
the League, the German Government must claim the
same right for Germany. In applying for admission
to the League, Germany must therefore possess the
certainty that immediately upon her admission she
will obtain a permanent seat on the Council. The
German Government assumes at the same time that
upon Germany's admission to the League she would
ipso facto take her place on a footing of equality in
the other organizations of the League, and especially
in the Secretariat. A permanent seat on the Counecil
cun only be granted by a unanimous decision of the
Powers represented on that body. The German Gov-
ernment therefore requests the............ Government
to be so good as to inform it whether it would be
prepared at the proper moment to give instructions
in that sense to its representative on the Council.

On the 12th of December, 1924, the German
Government wrote to the Council itself, stat-
ing:

The German Government is of opinion that political
developments during the past year have rendered it
possible for Germany to join the League of Nations.
Accordingly, the German Government resolved last
September to consider the question of Germany's ad-
hesion to the League in the near future. In pursuance
of this intentich, the Government first entered into
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communication with the governments represented on
the Council of the League of Nations and submitted
to them a memorandum having for its object the
elucidation of certain problems of importance con-
nected with Germany’s co-operation in the League.
As will be seen from the memorandum, a copy of
which is appended hereto, the object was to ascertain
the attitude of the said governments with regard to
Germany becoming a member of the Council of the
League of Nations as well as with regard.to the
participation of Germany in the sanctions provided for
in Article 16 of the Covenant. The memorandum
was also intended to inform the said Governments of
Germany’s views concerning certain other points con-
nected with the question of Germany’s adhesion to
the League.

The German Government has now received the
answers to the Memorandum. It notes with pleasure
that its decision has been accorded full approval in
the replies furnished by the Powers represented on
the Council of the ILeague. The German Govern-
ment, moreover, believes the replies justify it in
concluding that its wish for Germany to have a seat
on the Council of the ILeague is being favourably
considered by the Governments now represented on
the Council.

On the 14th of March, 1925, the Council
answered that note of the 12th of December,
saying:

The Council notes with satisfaction the declaration,
with which that communication opens  that the Ger-
man Government are of the opinion that the “political
developments during the past year have rendered it
possible for Germany to join the League’, together
with the statement in the enclosed memorandum that
the German Government have ‘‘decided to seek the
early admission of Germany”’ to the League of Nations.

The German Government have already consulted the
ten Governments who are represented on the Council
and have received authoritative replies from all of
them. Any observations which can now be made by
the Council, composed as it is of representatives of
these same Governments, will obviously not be at
variance with those replies. The Council is glad,
therefore. to learn that, with one exception, which is
dealt with later, the replies are satisfactory to the
German Government.

The “one exception” to which the Coun-
cil refers does not bear upon the permanent
seat asked for by Germany but upon the in-
terpretation of Article XVI of the Covenant.

After that answer of Council the way
seemed fairly clear, and after the Locarno
agreement Germany proceeded to ask its ad-
mission to the Assembly. Its application was
made on the 9th of February, 1926. The
Council met on the 13th February to con-
sider the application, and decided to call a
special session of the Assembly for the 8th
of March.

To the minds of those who look back upon
those proceedings there now appears a strange
situation. Unanimity in the Council was es-
sential for the granting to Germany of a
permanent seat. When the Council met on
the 13th February to consider the application
of Germany it knew of the condition prece-
dent that was required by Germany, and with
that knowledge it proceeded to call the As-

sembly. Now, the query is in every mind,
why was not the question raised on the 14th
of March, 1925, when the answer to Germany
was given by the Council? The answer of
the Council to the petition of Germany, in
which Germany stated that it had sent a cir-
cular to the ten Governments, contained the
statement that those ten Governments seemed
agreeable to grant Germany a permanent
seat, and the Council took note of the fact
that those Governments had so answered.
The Council was composed of the representa-
tives of those ten Governments that had re-
ceived that circular. Why was not that ques-
tion put again on the 13th of February last,

“when the special meeting of the Assembly was

called to consider the request of Germany to
become a member of the Assembly? The
Council knew at that moment that there was
a condition precedent—that Germany should be
assured of a permanent seat. It is somewhat
difficult to say why, but my surmise is that
nine of the ten states having answered un-
equivocally in the affirmative, and not being
apprised of the evasive answer of Brazil, took
for granted that there was unanimity in the
Council.

Hon. Mr. BEIQUE: What was the answer
of Brazil?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: The answer of
Brazil was only disclosed to the world when it
was disclosed to the Assembly.

Hon. Mr. BEIQUE: When, and what was
it?

Hon., Mr. DANDURAND: I will read the
statement made by Mr. de Mello-Franco,
when he declared that the position of his
Government was irrevocable and final against
granting a permanent seat to any one if
Brazil did not get one.

Right Hon. Sir GEORGE E. FOSTER:
Has my honourable friend the answer of the
Brazilian Government to the inquiry made
by. Germany?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I am just about
to read it. Mr. de Mello-Franco, on the
17th of March, 1926, had to mount the rostrum
and explain his veto. The request of Germany
to enter the League had been referred to the
first Commission, called the Political Com-
mission, presided over by Sir Austen Cham-
berlain. It had approved, and when the
Assembly met Sir Austen Chamberlain was
called upon to make the report. He was
the Chairman and Rapporteur. Mr. Cham-
berlain, mounting the rostrum, said:

The proposition which I have the honour to make

to you depends upon a declaration which has been
made to me by the honourable representative of Brazil.
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I would beg, therefore, Mr. President, that I may
be allowed to defer my remarks until the representa-
tive of Brazil has communicated his declaration to
the Assembly.

The moment was a very solemn one. All
the difficulties had been settled when the
representative of Brazil walked up to the
tribune. While Sir Austen Chamberlain
occupied a seat on the platform, awaiting the
declaration, here is what Mr. de Mello-
Franco said:

Mr. President, ladies and gentlemen, replying to the
memorandum sent by the German Government to the
Governments of the States represented on the Couneil,
the Brazilian Government stated that it earnestly de-
sired, and indeed considered it essential, that all
States which were still not members should join the
Léague, reaffirmed our devotion to the spirit and
letter of the Covenant, of which Brazil was one of
the signatories, and proceeded as follows:

“The Brazilian Government is of opinion, however,
that the concrete questions arising out of the desires
expressed by Germany are such as cannot be dealt
with by individual Governments as between them-
selves; they should rather be stated and discussed as
a whole by the Members of the League and within
the League in order that the various aspects of these
questions and the views of the other Members should
be fully made known. The German Government may
be sure, however, that we shall examine impartially and
in a conciliatory spirit the desires it expresses in its
memorandum  dated September 29th, 1924, and that
we are resolved to find satisfactory solutions for all
questions and all just elaims, without prejudice to
the engagements undertaken by Brazil and to the
true doctrine of international law, so far as the
latter is applicable in each individual case.”

That was the non-committal or evasive
answer of Brazil. Now, I wonder if the
Brazilian delegate, on the 13th of February,
when he joined his nine colleagues in Couneil
in calling the Assembly for the admission of
Germany had an imperative mandate. I
am inclined to believe—and I want to believe
—that he had not, because there is no doubt
if an imperative mandate had been disclosed
to Council, the Assembly would not have
been called till that matter had been settled
in Council. It would simply have meant that
the Council was not unanimous in granting
a permanent seat to Germany and therefore
the request of Germany would have been,
for the time being, withheld, There was
no notion of such a veto being utilized by
Brazil when the Assembly met on the 8th
of March last. Tt was known that Brazil had
aspired for a mumber of years to a per-
manent seat, but there was no idea in the
mind of the Assembly, nor of the Members
of the Council, that when the time came
Brazil would apply its veto if it was not
granted a permanent seat jointly  with
Germany.

The principal trouble did not loom in that
direction. The one that engrossed the minds
of most of the delegations was the difference
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that had arisen between Poland and Germany.
Poland was not even an elected Member of
the Couneil, but when it saw Germany moving
towards the Counmeil it began to wonder if
it should not make an effort to obtain a
seat there as well. Its desire was intensified
when in the Reichstag, in seeking ratification
of the Locarno Agreement, Messrs. Luther
and Stresemann urged the adoption of those
treaties in order that within the Assembly and
within the Council Germany might, by peace-
ful means, succeed in obtaining redress of its
grievances against Poland on the German-
Polish frontier; that is to say, the Danazig,
the Corridor, and the Upper Silesian matters.
These are questions that are still thorns in
the flesh of the Germans, and one of the
great factors in determining Germany to
enter the League was that what it felt to
be wrongs it might succeed in righting peace-
fully, through the instrumentality of the
League. Gemmany had declared officially that
those questions which were nearest her heart,
namely, the Polish difficulties, should be
straightened out in the Assembly and in the
Council. Poland felt that if Germany obtained
a permanent seat in the Council, which sits
practically eleven months of the year and to
which all questions arising between the
nations come for settlement, Poland also
should be represented there. I realize quite
well the state of mind of Poland, seeing
powerful Germany entering not merely the
Assembly, but the Council, where in the
absence of the other party it could work
night and day for what it considered a satis-
faictory settlement of its claims against Poland.
I believe that any mnation similarly situated
would have had the same desire of having
a seat at that round table in order to protect
its own interests,

Poland at the outset asked for a permanent
seat, and it asked for a permanent seat at
that very special Assembly at the same time
as Germany was admitted. It said: “If Ger-
many is granted a permanent seat and we
are not, the unanimity rule will apply in years
to come and Germany by its vote will always
be able to block our right to a permament
seat.”

Germany by its representatives declared
that it could not entertain the idea of Poland
obtaining a permanent seat in the Council
at the same time as Germany; it would with-
draw its request to enter the Assembly if the
Council decided to give a permanent seat to
Poland at that time. Germany was ready,
whenever it became a Member of the
Assembly and the Council and had examined
the whole situation, to do justice to all and
to show prejudice against none, but was not
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ready to accede to the present demand of
Poland.

Great Britain, through Sir Austen Chamber-
lain, at the very first opportunity it had in
Geneva, notified the Polish Delegation that
it would not have Great Britain’s support
for a permanent seat. Poland realizing the
situation, ceased to claim a permanent seat
and said that it would be content to have
an annual seat if the Couneil, when voting
a permanent seat to Germany, voted for the
establishmenlt of a seventh annual seat in
order that Poland might immediately enter
the Council. Germany refused that proposal.
There was considerable discussion over the
request of Poland for the creation of a seventh
seat. A new permanent seat was being created
for Germany, and Poland was getting con-
siderable support for another annual seat. But
Sweden, which has a vote in Council, being
one of the six Members elected from the
Assembly, declared that it would put its veto
upon the enlargement of the Council out-
side of the admission of Germany to a per-
manent seal.

At that juncture there was a deadlock.
What was to be done? Many newspapers
were assailing Sweden rather sharply, because
it was supposed to be the mouthpiece of
Germany. Sweden resented this imputation,
and in order to show that it was absolutely
disinterested in the matter it offered to resign
its seat in the Council and thus make an
opening for Poland. Everybody thought that
that was the solution. Sweden would resign,
there would be a vacancy among the elected
Members, and Poland would get that annual
seat. To the surprise and dismay of all,
Germany again refused that offer of Sweden.

_ Hon. Mr. BELCOURT: May I ask, what
was the reason given by Germany at that time
for not accepting that proposition?

Hon., Mr. DANDURAND: Germany
claimed that the Assembly had been called
simply for the purpose of giving it a per-
manent seat; that it had been so stated to
the Reichstag; that all the people of Ger-
many felt that this was the day of Germany’s
re-entry into the concert of nations and that
it should have the whole stage to itself.
Those are not the actual words which were
officially spoken, but it could be gathered
from a reading of the German papers that
Germany felt slighted at the idea that Poland,
in order to protect itself from the doings of
Germany in the Council, was insisting upon
entering at the same time. There is, I un-
derstand, considerable bad blood between the
two nations, and the newspapers had worked
up public opinion to such a degree that the

representatives of the Government did not
feel safe in returning to the Reichstag if they
vere obliged to enter the Council arm in
arm with their neighbour Poland, who in
‘heir estimation had dispoiled them of the
territory which I have just mentioned. That
was the situation. It must always be remem-
bered that when a Delegate was expressing his
opposition to a proposal it was public opinion
in his own country, and sometimes near-by
electoral or parliamentary opinion, which
forced him to take the stand he did. At that
stage sympathy, which had gone considerably
in favour of Germany, veered against it, be-
cause it seemed unreasonable that a proposal
so fair as that of Sweden to resign its seat
should be rejected by Germany. There was
considerable depression throughout the various
delegations. I was in contact with many of
them. I could see that there was despair in
the hearts of those who had been carrying on
those negotiations. Mr. Briand stated that he
could not understand the position of the Ger-
mans and would await their counter offer. The
next move should come from them. As a
matter of fact, Germany felt that it had lost
the sympathies of the Delegations, and the
next day made a step towards conciliation in
declaring that it would enter the Council with
two new Members, but not with one only. It
would not agree to Sweden’s seat going to an

‘ex-ally, or, in other words, to Poland, but that

if some near friend of Poland would resign
with Sweden, Germany would then consent to
enter with the two new delegates of the As-
sembly. So Mr. Benés was appealed to, and
he said: “I will consult my Government, but
you may rest assured that within a few hours
I shall put my seat at your disposal.” Czecho-
Slovakia, which had been elected to a seat from
the Assembly, offered to resign with Sweden,
in order that Czecho-Slovakia’s seat might be
taken by Poland and Sweden’s by Norway, or
Holland, or Denmark.

'You can imagine, honourable gentlemen, the
relief that this proposition afforded to all the
Members, who had been waiting from day to
day to see the end of the entanglement, when
it was found that at last the trouble had been
solved and peace maintained amongst the great
European Powers,

But while that difficulty was being smoothed
cut, approaches were being made to Spain
with a view to ascertaining what would be
its stand. The representatives of Spain
stated that it had a right to a permanent
seat, for which it had been asking since 1920;
that its position and the part it had played
in the history of the world, the fact that
practically all of South America was repre-
sented by the Spanish race, the fact that the
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Italians, the French, the British, the Germans
and the Japanese would be represented per-
manently—all this entitled their own proud
country to a permanent seat. It was felt
that Spain was smarting under the necessity
of going annually to the Assembly to beg
for a seat on the Counecil notwithstanding it
had in the past played one of the prineipal
roles in Europe and in the world. Spain had
obtained promises that it would be con-
sidered for a permanent seat at a future date.
But when Mr. Quinonés de Léon, the Chief
of the Spanish Delegation, was asked whether
he would oppose his veto if Spain were not
granted a permanent seat, he said: “I can-
not. because my country answered Germany
in the affirmative. We shall vote for the
entry of Germany, but I give you notice that
it may mean our withdrawal from the
Assembly.” At the same time rumors were
current that one or two other countries would
do likewise. Immediately there was a re-
action on the part of the German Delegation,
who said, “If we are to be the cause of the
breaking up of the Assembly, we will with-
draw altogether.”

All those difficulties were appearing at the
same time, and made the situation quite
grave, but the Great Powers were trying to
bring some solatium to Spain, promising that
there would be a reconsideration of the whole
formation of the Council, and that the case
of Spain would be sympathetically approached.
In that direction it was felt that there was
no more danger. But at the last moment
the Brazilian problem appeared. The Brazilian
delegates declared that they had an im-
perative mandate, and that they could not
vote to give Germany a permanent seat if
they also ‘did not get a permanent seat. The
Great Powers, through their ambassadors, got
in contact with the Brazilian Government,
and strongly urged it to desist, representing
that such action would make for the strength-
ening of the League and that, if Germany
were admitted, Brazil’s case would be later
considered. The Delegates of the ten follow-
ing nations met and passed a resolution—
Chile, Colombia, Cuba, Guatemala, Nicaragua,
Paraguay, the Dominican Republic, Salvador,
Uruguay and Venezuela—of which I cite the
last paragraph:

The American delegations  conscious of the gravity
of the League’s present situation, regardful of the
interests of world peace, and realizing how essential it
is that the American States should exert their in-
fluence to bring about the reconciliation of the peoples
of Europe, desire to express to His Excellency M. de
Mello-Franco the hope that Brazil will take such
steps as she may consider most opportune to bring

about unanimity in the Council and so remove the
difficulties which stand in the way of its decision.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND

This was cabled to the Brazilian Govern-
ment, but to no avail, for on the morning
of the 17th a cable came maintaining the
imperative instructions that had been given
to Brazil’s representatives to the League, and
the result was that Sir Austen Chamberlain
did not propose to the Assembly the admis-
sion of Germany, because the condition which
had been set by Germany could not be com-
plied with. In the Assembly Sir Austen Cham-
berlain expressed his very great regret at the
failure of the Assembly to do what it had
been called upon to do. He said:

When we all came to Geneva, we found that there
had risen suddenly, and owing to a regrettable mis-
understanding—I might even say owing to a regrettable
failure on either side to mention a point which was
of critical importance—many difficulties in the way
of the immediate acceptance of Germany.

At one moment those difficulties existed in the
ranks of the Powers which signed the Protocol of
Locarno. I am profoundly happy to be able to say
that all the difficulties which existed in the ranks
of the seven Locarno Powers have been removed and
that, if they had been the only obstacle, we might
at this moment vote the entry of Germany into the
League, to-day she might receive her permanent seat
upon the Council, and this new acquisition of force
and strength to the League, this new pledge for the
stability of peace, would have been realized, as we
all earnestly trusted that it might be.

And Mr. Briand said, among other things:
It is essential that the Assembly should close with
a moral admission, as it were  in anticipation of the
actual realization of our hopes. Accordingly, as a
delegate of France, I venture to submit to you the
following draft recommendation :
“The Assembly :

Regrets that the difficulties encountered have pre-
vented the attainment of the purpose for which it
was convened,

And expresses. the hope that between now and the
ordinary September session of 1926 these difficulties
may be surmounted so. as to make it possible for
Germany to enter the League of Nations on that
occasion,”’

This resolution was passed unanimously, and
indicates fairly well the sentiment of the
Assembly. :

But there was more. In order to show the
prevailing spirit of Locarno, those Central
Powers which yesterday were enemies, but
which now were working together under the
promise of a Treaty which had as its basis
arbitration, met on the eve of the last meet-
ing and signed the following statement:

The representatives of Germany, Belgium, France,
Great Britain and Italy held a meeting to-day and
examined the difficulties which have arisen from ques-
tions of procedure and which render it impossible to
attain the common desire. They take note that they
have arrived at an agreement and have overcome all
obstacles which for the moment had arisen between
them. If, as there seems reason to fear, the above
difficulties persist, the representatives of the Powers
who signed the Protocol at Locarno would regret not
to be able at this moment to reach the goal which
they had in view, but they are happy to recognize
that the work for peace which they had realized at
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Locarno and which exists in all its value and all its
force remains intact. They memain attached to it to-
day as yesterday, and are firmly resolved to work
together to maintain and develop it. They are con-
vinced that on the occasion of the next session of
the Assembly difficulties which exist at this moment
will be surmounted and that the agreement which
was reached in regard to the conditions for the entry
of Germany into the League of Nations will be
realized.

This was signed by Herr Luther, Herr
Stresemann, M. Vandervelde, M. Briand, Sir
Austen Chamberlain, Signor Scialoja, Count
Skrzynski, and M, Benes.

There is no use closing our eyes to the fact
that there was real consternation in the
Assembly when the result of all that work
proved abortive; but T realize that outside
the Assembly there was still greater con-
sternation. In the Assembly the” members
had been so fearful of a division between the
Great Powers that they were much relieved
when that danger vanished, and the Brazilian
incident was taken as a simple accident result-
ing from the rigid rule of unanimity. Outside
of the Assembly consternation was greater—
and why? Because the press correspondents
had led the people to believe fantastic stories
of conspiracies and plottings between the
nations of Europe. Those machinations were
pure fabrications. I stated in a speech in
London that the war correspondents had not
been demobilized, that they were still on the
war-path; that although noxious gases were

being prohibited by the League of Nations,

“the foreign correspondents were poisoning
public opinion every morning. The phrase
I used, “war correspondents on the war path,”
was but a figure of speech. I had in mind,
and I did mention, the foreign correspondents
who daily cable to American and Canadian
newspapers from London and the continental
capitals. I could give dozens of their dis-
patches which have created the impression
and the conviction that the European
countries are here and there and everywhere
scheming and plotting against each other.
The necessary effect of this work in America
is to create suspicion of and contempt for
the FEuropean Governments. Those cor-
respondents think that they must be sensa-
tional, and when they are not melodramatic
they suggest or magnify incidents into
tragedies.

I will give but one example of their handi-
work. The incidents which developed at
Geneva are most natural. They are the
result of the legitimate ambitions of the
various countries involved. We see public

opinion in those countries asserting itself, .
and T need not stress the claim of Brazil
for a permanent seat. Brazil says: “You have
European

three representatives occupying

permanent seats; Germany will go in; that
will be four. South America has no per-
manent seat. This Council is becoming a
European instrument or organization. Is not
South America, with its eighteen republics,
important enough to have a permanent
seat?” And when Brazil speaks thus, it is
South Amgrica, represented by Brazil which
is claiming that it is entitled to a permanent
geat. I say that in order that one may grasp
the reason for the action of each country.

How did the press correspondents, during
the weeks preceding the reunion at Geneva,
present those questions to the American and
the Canadian public? We were told that a
plot was being hatched to secure for the
Latin nations the control or domination of
the Council. We were told that France and
Italy were plotting to bring Spain and Brazil
into the Council in order to increase their
influence and power over the Anglo-Saxon
group composed of Great Britain, Germany,
and the northern nations. One correspondent
went further. He saw a plot, headed by the
Pope, to ensure the hegemony of the Catholic
Chureh in the Council. This was a most
vicious propaganda, as it tended to raise
suspicion between two important groups of
people on racial and religious lines.

This was the situation when I left Canada
for Europe. When I landed in Europe, what
did I find to be the fact? Latin and Catholic
Spain as far back as 1921, had had the promise
of 'a permanent seat from a country neither
Latin nor Catholic—Great Britain—as de-
clared officially in the House of Commons of
Great Britain by Mr. Baldwin, when the
Lloyd George Government was in power.
France had shown sympathy for only one
country, and that was not a Latin country—
France had declared sympathy for Poland,
its ally on the other side of Germany. Mr.
Briand explained that France favored
Poland’s entry into the Council so as to
enable Germany and Poland to discuss their
divergences by a direct and friendly contact
while otherwise France, which wants peace
with Germany, would risk being in a constant
wrangle with her over Poland’s affairs.
The representatives of all the countries
that were gathered at Geneva were
animated by the best intentions, and
were working fraternally toward an amicable
solution. All those nations that were sup-
posed to be wrangling amongst themselves
were working hand in hand to find a solution
that would be acceptable to the whole Assem-
bly. We must beware, honourable gentlemen,
of the correspondents who see in Europe
nothing but rivalries, suspicions and hatreds.
The people of Europe want peace—nothing
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but peace—and all their Governments are
striving to that end.
I desire to lay on the Table the report of

the Sixth Assembly of the League of Nations.

Hon. Mr. SCHAFFNER: May 1 ask the
honourable gentleman if the number of per-
manent seats is restricted?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Oh, yes. At
the signing of the Covenant of the Treaty
of Versailles there were five permanent seats
—Great Britain, France, Italy, Japan, and the
United States. The number of seats is still
five, but there is one vacant.

Hon. Mr. SCHAFFNER: How long ago
were they restricted to that number?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: In the Covenant
itself.

Hon. Mr. SCHAFFNER: What year was
that?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: On the 28th
or 20th of June, 1919.

Hon. Mr. SCHAFFNER: I do not pre-
tend to know very much about this, and am
asking for information. Is there any good
reason why the permanent seats should still
be restricted in number?

Hon. Mr, DANDURAND: At this very
moment a Commission appointed by the
Couneil for the study of this very question
of the composition of the Council is sitting
in Geneva, and I understand that Lord Cecil,
who represents Great Britain, has
upon permanent seats being allowed only to
the Great Powers, and has proposed adding
one for Germany ; but, according to a dispatch
which I read this morning, he suggests that
three annual seats be added—that is, that
the Assembly, instead of electing six Delegates
every year should elect nine Delegates by
proportional representation. That would ensure
the election of Poland and would force Spain
to accept the elective principle in its own
case. The dispatch says it would probably
allow of a third seat being given to South
America, Brazil and Uruguay already having
one each,

Right Hon. Sir GEORGE E. FOSTER:
Honourable gentlemen, I think we owe a debt
of recognition to the honourable gentleman
who has just taken his seat. He has had the
rather difficult task of making an explanation
which should not become lost through being
too long,. and which yet should be com-
prehensive enough to cover the subject and
be understood. That is a difficult proposition
to tackle, and a difficult piece of work to
accomplish, I think such a statement will be

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND . ;

insisted -

very useful, and it is fortunate that it has
been placed upon Hansard to be a record for
the future.

I do not think there is anything to be
gained by my taking up the time of this
Chamber at any length upon this subject
which has been so well explained by my
honourable friend. I am entirely in sympathy
with his statement that it was unfortunate
that the press of the world, when it found
itself unable to get fluent and current news
from day to day, betook itself to the fabrica-
tion of news along the lines of its own im-
pressions or prejudices. I think that for a
time a very great deal of harm was done in
that way to the League itself, and to the
cause which the League represents; but it
has always been my experience that those
excesses rather cure themselves, and that when
the real explanation is given it is probably
more beneficial in its effect in the long run.
For a little while we were quite familiar with
the expression that this was a matter which
presaged the downfall and overthrow of the
League of Nations; ‘that it had now come
to a particularly critical moment which would
try its virtue; and that in the trvial the League
itself would probably disappear. I think I
have read a great many similar statements
with reference to the League.

For one reason or other I.have had occasion
to make a pretty general survey of the utter-
ances of the newspaper press for the last two
years, not only with reference to the League
of Nations, but in relation to other questions
important for the time being; and it is really
amusing to take a survey of the statements
made from day to day and from week to week
as to events which are occurring, and to put
the confident assertions and conclusions of the
press to the test of what actually occurs. It
is certainly a very instructive piece of work,
and the lesson that one gets from it is that,
after all, the truth itself is what tells in the
end, and that what is manufactured in the
way of imaginings, or personal opinions, or
foreshadowings, of prejudices or of strong
ideas, is not what ultimately carries the con-
viction of the world. So I am of opinion that
what occurred, although lamentable, because
it appears to have set back for a time the
accomplishment of what I believe the whole
world wanted, revealed no inherent weakness
in the League itself, and no permanent injury
has been done to the League. Rather the very
serious crisis itself has called out the spirit,
the inner force and virttie of the League, and
there has been a gratifying response in courage,
in hope, and in a determination that the
principles of the League, being good, should
be adhered to, as well as a conviction that
they will in the end triumph.
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We must not be surprised that there are
serious differences of opinion in a League of
55 nations, where public men from all those
nations come together, where very difficult
questions are up for discussion and decision,
and where generally the feelings of delegates
are strong in proportion to the vastness and
distribution of the questions themselves, and
the consequences which may grow from them.
In a conference of 55 nations we must look
for differences which go deeper than those
which stir smaller aggregations. But, after
all, when we take the history of the League
in its ecritical moments we find that those
strongly-marked differences are all over-
shadowed and mellowed in the end by the
one great idea that dominates the whole—that
we are all a human brotherhood, and that it
is best that peace-should dominate, and that
war should be thrown into the discard. That
is the conviction that comforts and animates
me, and I am sure all others who watch with
interest the work and progress of the League;
and that is the thing that gives hope and
courage for the future.

I am not going to comment upon what has
taken place in detail, but there was one step
which, if it had been determinedly taken,
would, I think, have obviated all this diffi-
culty. When the arrangement was made with
Germany on the basis of the Locarno pacts,
and those pacts were only to be put in opera-
tion when Germany should become a mem-
ber of the League and have a permanent
place upon the Council, the process of carry-
ing out that agreement was a simple one.
None of these difficulties would have arisen
if no intimations had been made that possibly
this or the other thing might be done at the ex-
traordinary meeting of the League that was
called for the one purpose only. But somehow
or other the idea got abroad that there was a
possibility that at that extraordinary meet-
ing something else might be done in addition
to what the meeting was definitely called for;
and the moment that that idea began to
work, there developed sentiments of personal
pride in the man, national pride in the nation,
and the desire for being even with or ahead
of another nation; all such difficulties cropped
up, and first one and then_ another made a
bid for a permanent place, and wanted it
secured at that special and extraordinary
meeting. However; no examination or
autopsy will bring back life to a man that is
dead; so it is not of much use going back;
but to my mind that would have been a
clean and clear path out. The agreement
with Germany was that she should be given
a permanent place in the Council of 10 as it
then existed. For that purpose and that alone

the Extra Session was called. Any intima-
tions made or hopes held out that Poland or
Spain or any other should be added and the
sonstitution of the Council thus changed were
mischievous and dangerous.

But out of all this there comes good, and I
can see two things which are encouraging.
One is that the League of Nations can-
not be manipulated and managed under
the old system of secret diplomacy.
There was a spice of that old heresy at the
bottom of the recent difficulty. There was
an idea among a few of the strong and power-
ful that if they agreed upon a thing the 55
nations would come in and agree to it as well.
But the very breath of life of the League of
Nations is that it shall discuss and settle its
affairs as a League of Nations, and not by
any manipulations or intrigues or cabals
amongst even the most powerful of nations
who think they can settle matters at a tea-
party and come to a conclusion which they
can put over on 55 different nations. I sym-
pathize absolutely with one remark made by
De Mello-Franco, who put the idea very
strongly, as did other members of the delega-
tion at that meeting, that the League must be
worked in the League atmosphere, and with
the League spirit, and on the League basis,
and not with any threatened or possible in-
fusion of the old spirit of secret diplomacy.
[f that lesson has been learned—and I believe
it has been absolutely and thoroughly learned
row—the League has made a great step
forward in the world, and is a great deal
better off than it was before, on account of
this little trouble that has taken place. That
is one thing that I think has come to the
good.

The other is that when you come down to
the eritical point you do not find men laugh-
ing and jeering at the League. Where it is
a question of make or break you do not find
levity, but you find a spirit of the most intense
concern, and the deepest feeling, and the con-
viction: “This thing must be made right;
this thing cannot be allowed to go wrong;
we are here in this forum with the world’s
eyes upon us, and professing to be working
for the peace of the world; we must keep
that in mind; that must be our guiding star,
that must be the spirit that animates us,
Individual pride and consequence, and state
pride and consequence, must be put in the
retreat rather than in the front, and the
international, the world spirit, must conquer
over the individual or national or sectional
spirit.”

We have heard talk about having Latin
combinations and British combinations, and
the like of that. The very talk of it is poison
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to the League spirit. People do not join the
League and give effort to the League, and work
for it in order that they may exalt individuals
or nationalities, but rather that they may
fuse the world, wean it from a too great
devotion to prejudiced nationality, and
broaden it out along the line of the brother-
hood of all nations, with a give-and-take
attitude which will exalt the spirit of world
in peace and in sacrifice, sometimes to the
seeming detriment, but afterwards to the real
advantage, of both nation and the individual.

I have trespassed longer than I should
have done on the patience of the House,
but there were two or three things that I
felt in my heart, and I desired to state them.
I want to thank my honourable friend the
Leader of the Government (Hon. Mr. Dan-
durand) for the full way in which he has put
this matter upon the record, and I am sure
it will be a useful record for us in the future.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE SENATE
MOTION

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I beg to move
that when the Senate adjourns this afternoon
it stands adjourned until May 25th next,
at 8 olelock p.m.

The motion was agreed to.

MARITIME RIGHTS
QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE

Hon, Mr. DANDURAND: I think my
honourable friend from Pictou (Hon. Mr.
Tanner) has some matter which he wishes to
present to the House.

Hon. Mr. TANNER: I think it is fitting
in this Chamber to make a brief statement
in a matter of importance that relates to the
Province of Nova Scotia.

Recently through the press of that Province
Hon. F. B. McCurdy, a former member of
the House of Commons as a Conservative,
and for a time Minister of the Crown, issued-
a statement in regard to what are known as
Maritime Rights, In that statement Mr.
MicCurdy makes it plain to me that his first
choice is “that the right to live and do
business in Nova Scotia should be established
within Confederation.” He adds: “but if this
is impossible of attainment, then in the
interest of home and province I would not
hesitate to withdraw rather than attempt to
carry on under the present system, that is
sapping our province for the enrichment of
Central Canada.” Further on he says that
“the demand for repeal would be made as
an alternative forced upon wus in case the
Government and Parliament of Canada should
refuse, upon demand of our local Govern-

Hon Sir GEORGE FOSTER.

ment, to relax and modify their regulation
and control of trade, taxation and the fisheries
in order that the peculiar interests of our
Province may no longer be prejudiced
thereby.”

I observe that in places outside of Nova
Scotia this statement is being regarded as a
pronouncement on behalf of the Conservative
Party of Nova Scotia. I do not so under-
stand it. I take it to be the expression of
Mr. McCurdy’s personal views. When I say
that in the general Provincial elections of
1925, and the general Federal elections of the
same year, Mr. McCurdy did not engage
actively in the campaigns, as he formerly did,
on behalf of the Conservative Party, I am
stating a fact. Mr, McCurdy, no doubt, sin-
cerely believes that the Province could be
better served by following a course which he
previously outlined in a pamphlet published
over his signature, and to which he referred
in his recent statement; and he refrained from
activity in the Conservative ranks.

In this connection it is to be noted that
the Province is represented in the present
House of Commons by men who were elected
last October; and that they have very clearly
laid before Parliament and the country the
claims of their Province. Not one of them,
as far as I have observed, has deemed it to
be either prudent or necessary to invoke or
threaten secession.

In my opinion it iz unfortunate that Mr.
McCurdy should choose the present moment
to re-introduce what is construed in places
to be a threat of secession in Maritime ques-
tions. To do that, I think, is likely to pre-
judice Maritime interests. ‘

Nova Scotia is just now looking hopefully
to her recently- elected representatives for
leadership.  So are the other Provinces. The
other day the House of Commons, on the
motion of one of them, W. A. Black, of Hali-
fax, unanimously approved of a resolution
calling for redress of certain Maritime trans-
portation grievances. ‘The Dominion Gov-
ernment has been so much impressed by the
claims of the Maritime Provinces that it has
constituted a Royal Commission, with wide
powers, to examine into those claims. The
Board of Railway Commissioners has been
engaged in investigation of Maritime com-
plaints in regard to freight rates. The re-
cently-appointed Tariff Board is said to be
engaged in inquiry into the coal and steel
tariff. Members of the House of Commons
in general have been expressing a desire sym-
pathetically to co-operate with Maritime
members, and the newspaper press at large
has been equally sympathetic.
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Under these ecircumstances, and in view
of the fact that Mr. McCurady’s statement
is being regarded as a threat of secession—
although it is qualified—it was, in my opinion,
an error of judgment to intervene with such
a statement. ' Nor do I believe that the con-
sidered judgment of the people of the Mari-
time Provinces will approve of the re-opening
of secession propaganda. There is no reason
why the interests of the Maritime Provinces
should not be fairly and satisfactorily ad-
justed, and grievances redressed by the Fed-
eral Parliament, without calling up the old
phantom of secession, which played its po-
litical part in Nova Scotia between 1867 and
1887, but was subsequently relegated to the
grave by the politicians who made use of it.

The Senate adjourned during pleasure.

THE ROYAL ASSENT

The Right Hon. F. A. Anglin, the Deputy of
the Governor General, having come and
being seated at the foot of the Throne, and
the House of Commons having been sum-
moned, and being come with their Speaker,
the: Right Honourable the Deputy of the
Governor General was pleased to give the
Royal Assent to the following Bills:

“An Act for the relief of Elizabeth Gertrude Orr.
An’Act for the relief of Melville James Andrews.
An Act for the relief of Harry Reginald Oddy.

An Act for the relief of Mildred Roxie Horner.
An Act for the relief of Frances Muriel Burnet.
An Act for the relief of Ada Toms.

‘An Act for the relief of Vera Sanderson.

An Act for the relief of Noel Leslie Deuxbury.

An Act for the relief of Lillian May O’Reilly.

An Act for the relief of Jean Victoria Dillane.

An Act for the relief of Ethel Alberta Barker.

An Act for the relief of Annie Hazel McCausland.
An Act for the relief of Sterling LeRoy Spicer.
An Act for the relief of Amy Bell Corney.

An Act for the relief of David Frank Crosier.

"An Act for the relief of Ethel Gildea Nye Brown.
.An ‘Act for the relief of Edward Thomas Faragher.
-An Act for the relief of Bertha Viola Lidkea.

An Act for the relief of Mike Ayoub (otherwise
known as Michael Ayoub).

An Act for the relief of Alice Marian MecGinley.
An Act for the relief of Harold Edgar Perinchief.
An Act for the relief of Hendel Tuerner Lubrinetsky.
An Act for the relief of Paul Hugh Turnbull.

An Act for the relief of Helen Elby Pollington.
\An Act for the relief of Alexander Stewart.

-An Act for the relief of William Melville Moore.
An Act for the relief of John Samuel Milligan.
An Act for the relief of Marian Richardson.

‘An Act for the relief of Isadore Boadner.

An Act for the relief of William Albert Thomas.
An Act for the relief of Gertrude Isabel Clark.
An Act for the relief of Helen Seymour O’Connor.
‘An Act for the relief of Yetta Selma Trachsell.
An Act for the relief of Alexander Dewar.

An Act for the relief of Florence Burrell.

An Act for the relief. of Edith Marion Byam.

‘An Act for the relief of Charles Davidson.

An Act for the relief of Doris Selina Irvin.

‘An Act for the relief of Frank John Davis.
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An Act for the relief of John Norman Smith Me-
Murray. .

An Act for the relief of Archie Claire MeclIntyre.

An Act for the relief of Mabel Elizabeth Harcourt.

An Act for the relief of Louise Gordon Pook.

An Act for the relief of Ezillah Harriet Cole.

An Act for the relief of Gertrude Burnside.

An Act for the relief of Cora Mae Murray.

An Act for the relief of Janet Thornhill Gorrie.

An Act for the relief of Lillian DuBord Bulloch.

An Act for the relief of Henrietta Schiefholtz.

An Act for the relief of Maude Elizabeth Gilroy.

An Act for the relief of Richard Howard Buckley.

An Act for the relief of William George Darlington.

An Act for the relief of Arthur Watson.

An Act for the relief of Frances Marjorie Warren.

An Act for the relief of Charles Douglas Palmer.

An Act for the relief of Beatrice Isobel Lamon-
tagne.

An Act for the relief of Jane Johnston Mitchell
Wells.

An Act for the relief of Jeremiah Gibbs.

An Act for the relief of Caroline Elizabeth Ris-
bridger.

An Act for the relief of Cassie Woodley.

An Act for the relief of Isabelle Freeman.

An Act for the relief of George Guthrie.

An Act for the relief of Lily Stead.

An Act for the relief of Alice Grace Hopkins.

An Act for the relief of Vera Catharine Searle.

An Act for the relief of Charles Frost.

An Act to change the name of the Dominion Ex-
press Company to “Canadian Pacific Express Com-
pany”’.

An Act for granting to His Majesty a certain sum
of money for the public service of the financial year
ending the 3lst of March 1927,

The House of Commons withdrew.

The Right Honourable the Deputy of the
Governor General was pleased to retire.

The sitting was resumed.

 THE WINNIPEG STRIKE OF 1919
QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE

Hon. G. D. ROBERTSON: Honourable
gentlemen, because of the announcement that
when the Senate adjourns to-night it will stand
adjourned for two weeks, and because of a
matter of considerable public and very serious
personal importance that should be mentioned
to-day, I crave the indulgence of the House
for a few moments to bring to the attention of
the House, and particularly of the Government,
an incident which occurred yesterday.

It was only about ten minutes before the
House met this afternoon that a private
citizen of Ottawa called me on the telephone
and drew my attention to certain statements
contained in the House of Commons Hansard
of yesterday. I could scarcely believe that
any honourable member occupying a seat in
Parliament could so far depart from the truth,
knowing that he was doing so, as an honour-
able member of the other House did. There-
fore, while it is fresh in the minds of all, it is
desirable, if possible, that truth should over-
take misstatements of fact. I therefore pro-
pose to refer to a statement which appears on
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page 3414 of the Hansard of the other House,
and which was made while the honourable
member representing the constituency of
Kenora-Rainy River was discussing the
Budget and incidentally dealing with the
propriety or otherwise of sending troops into
Nova Scotia when the lamentable coal con-
troversy was taking place there last year. The
honourable member made use of the follow-
ing words:

The Hon. the SPEAKER: I do not like to
interrupt the honourable gentleman, but I
think he is out of order in dealing with such a
matter. I understand that he is reading from
the Hansard of the House of Commons.

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON: I have in many
instances read and heard read quotations from
Hansard. I desire to refer to a statement
made in another place, that statement being
that in the strike of 1919 in Winnipeg—

Troops were ordered there; the troops went in and
they were ordered to shoot; they did shoot and did
kill, and the Conservative Government of the day, or
the Union Government, which was the same thing,
were responsible.

Another honourable member rose in his place
and asked the gentleman if he was making
that statement of his own knowledge, to
which a reply was made, the only relevant
part of which was:

I was in Winnipeg at the time.

—which would lead listeners, and people
throughout the country who may read it, to
believe that the statement was true, and that
the gentleman asserted that it was true of his
own knowledge, he being in Winnipeg at the
time.

That is the part that I think is of public
importance. The fact is, and I state it on my
résponsibility as a Minister of that day, that
not a single scldier was sent to Winnipeg, and
not a single soldier was requisitioned by
municipal, provinecial, or other authority.

Now, what are the facts? The facts are that
there was a small unit of the permanent force
in the city of Winnipeg, under the direction
and command of General Ketchum. When
that lamentable difficulty in Winnipeg
occurred in 1919, it was thought by many, and
suggested by some, that a military force should
be sent in there to protect life and property.
The question that has arisen in other instances
arose there, namely: “Who is to pay the cost?”
and the citizens of Winnipeg came to the
conclusion that they were prepared to protect
and capable of protecting their own eity, and
that as business was all tied up anyway they
might as well be doing that as anything else.
As a result, somewhere between 1,500 and
2,000 of the citizens of Winnipeg organized

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON.

themselves into a voluntary militia force
under the command of the permanent officers
in that district. They were never called into
service by any government.

In addition to that force there was in Win-
nipeg a post of the Royal Canadian Mounted
Police, which has been stationed there, I
suppose, for the last forty years—at all events,
for a considerable time. That force consisted
of 49 men, not one of whom was brought from
outside the ecity of Winnipeg during the whole
trouble.

So much for the statement of the facts of
the honourable member. I challenge him or
anyone else in or out of Parliament to deny
what I have said as being true.

But there is a personal side to this which
I cannot permit to pass without mention. The
honourable member proceeds—

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I would rather
my honourable friend would seem to have read
it in the newspaper.

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON: I have read that
an honourable member in another place stated
that:

All that was necessary in the Winnipeg trouble was
that the Minister of Labour, who was on the job—

By that he means that he was in Winnipeg—

—should have used a little horse-sense, and there
would have been no bloodshed. But instead of that,
he chose to have the troops sent in. It was
premeditated.

Inasmuch as the Minister of Labour of that
day was the same man who now speaks to
this House, I take serious exception to being
charged by a member of Parliament on the
floor of Parliament with being responsible
for the death of any human being when the
charge is wholly untrue. Again, what are the
facts? I shall not attempt to relate what
occurred during the weeks of that difficulty
in Winnipeg, because they are not relevant,
and it would take too long; but the particular
incident which is referred to here can be out-
lined in a few short concrete sentences.

On a Thursday—I forget the date exactly,
because, perhaps contrary to custom, I left
behind all the records in the Department when
I ceased to be Minister, and therefore can
only speak from memory—on a Thursday
night about nine o’clock, I think it was, some
4000 men and women gathered on the City
Hall Square at Winnipeg and passed resolu-
tions of various sorts, only two of which are
relevant. One was that they would on the
following Saturday at, I think, the hour of
two o'clock, hold a monster parade—parades
having been forbidden by the proclamation
of His Worship the Mayor of the city. The
other was that it was necessary that they
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should parade in violation of the Mayor’s
proclamation for a specific purpose which
could not be accomplished otherwise, and that
was to go to the Royal Alexandra Hotel,
which was the headquarters of the Minister of
Labour at that time, and drag him out and
beat him up and send him home in a box
to the Government of the day.

Those were the words of the resolution as
they appeared in the newspaper next morn-
ing, as I recall it. That was a fairly interest-
ing situation. Within two hours of the time
that resolution was passed, the Minister of
Labour got into communication with the
solicitor for the Winnipeg Trades and Labour
Council, and urged them not to violate the
Mayor’s proclamation, saying: “The Mayor’s
proclamation gives you the right and privilege
of meeting in any public park in this city
and discussing your trouble, but forbids you
to parade the streets. If it is me you want
to talk to, I will meet you Saturday morn-
ing in any public park, at any hour you may
name, and will answer your questions and
discuss your trouble.” What resulted? A
committee of seven men, if I remember cor-
rectly, met in the Alexandra Hotel on the
Saturday morning., I was not asked to go to
any public park to carry on the conference.
There were present at that conference General
Ketchum, Commissioner Perry of the North-
west Mounted Police, the Mayor of the city
of Winnipeg, a gentleman who had been
delegated to represent the Department of
Justice, and myself. The conference pro-
ceeded, and demands were made, some of
which were reasonable and were conceded,
and some of which were wholly impossible
and had to be denied. At twenty-five minutes
past one, one of the committee said: “Well, let
us get out of here and get something to eat
before the fightt begins”—referring to the
parade that was to start at two o'clock.
Another said, “Don’t be in a hurry, we are
not going to eat; we will fight better on an
empty stomach.” The gentlemen whose names
I have given were present and heard that
conversation, and no doubt can verify what
I say.

His Worship the Mayor left the hotel and
went to the City Hall. By that time there
were at least 10,000 people congregated around
that building and along the main street, and
at two o’clock the parade began to form. His
Worship the Mayor protested against his pro-
clamation being violated and informed the
leaders of what would ensue, but they per-
sisted in their attitude. Then His Worship
read the Riot Act, and called upon the
Mounted Police to assist in maintaining
order. Neither the Government nor your
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humble servant had anything to do with that,
although I may say that it was perfectly
proper and the only thing to be done at the
moment.

Within twenty minutes after that the
Mounted Police, who were quietly endeavour-
ing to- clear the street, were attacked with re-
volvers or rifles fired from the roof of a local
hotel opposite the City Hall Square, and one
of the horses was injured and one of the
riders badly beaten up and disabled, while
others were attacked. The Mounted Police
rode around the City Hall and came along
William avenue, by the side of the Union
Bank, where a number of men were throwing
missiles at them. The missiles included
broken bottles and pieces of concrete broken
up roughly, which were rather nasty things
to be hit with. After having received the
command of an officer to protect themselves,
one of the Mounted Policemen ordered a
man standing on the sidewalk to refrain from
throwing a missile which he had in his hand
and which he was about to discharge. The
man persisted in his attack, and was shot. by
the policeman. That was the only casualty
in a general strike which lasted over five
weeks. Immediately following this incident,
His Worship the Mayor appealed to General
Ketchum to come to the assistance of the
Mounted Police and to restore order. Be-
fore the volunteer militia force arrived the
throng had commenced to disperse and dis-
appear, everybody realizing that probably
something more serious would happen as a
result of the shooting. The volunteer mili-
tary forces took charge of the main street,
and forbade traffic upon it or crossing it,
except at certain points, and continued to
maintain order during the afternoon and
evening. The next day, Sunday, all was
quiet, and on Monday the trouble was prac-
tically over.

I have taken the pains to state these facts
to the House, and to all others interested,
because of the fact that I was present in the
somewhat responsible capacity of Minister of
Labour at that time, and because I resent
being charged by a member of Parliament
with being responsible for the loss of life on
that occasion, when I had nothing whatever
to do with it. Neither was any other man in
authority responsible for what occurred; only
the man himself being to blame.

May I conclude by expressing the hope that
the Government will see that the honourable
member, who is a junior member and sup-
porter in another place, and who may lack
experience, although he has been a member
of a provineial legislature, is eautioned against
such unwise and unfair and untrue public state-
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ments? I would suggest that if the honour and’

dignity of Parliament is to be reasonably
maintained; if public men in Parliament are
to enjoy and receive the confidence and re-
spect which they must necessarily have if they
are to be of service to the people whom they
represent, dignity and truth must mark their
conduct. Honest men who have any regard
for their reputations will not idly submit to
charges and imputations of that sort, which
are wholly without foundation in fact, and
which obviously are made maliciously. I
hope the honourable member who made the
statement will see fit to offer some explana-
tion of his conduct, or admit his indiscretion
and confess the truth.

The Senate adjourned until Tuesday, May
25, at 8 p.m.

THE SENATE

Tuesday, May 25, 1926.

The Senate met at 8 p.m., the Speaker in
the Chair.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

PRIVATE BILLS
SECOND READINGS

- Bill 19, an Act to incorporate The Pioneer
Insurance Company.—Hon. Mr. McMeans.

Bill 20, an Act respecting The Pacific Coast
Fire Insurance Company.—Hon. Mr. Crowe.

Bill M4, an Act respecting The Quebec,
Montreal and Southern Railway Company.—
Hon. Mr. Beique.

Bill H5, an Act to incorporate The Detroit
and Windsor Subway Company—Hon. Mr.
McMeans.

DIVORCE BILLS
SECOND READINGS

Bill F4, an Act for the relief of Mabel Ellen
Barrett—Hon. Mr. Gordon.

Bill G4, an Act for the relief of Mabel Vie-
toria Westerby.—Hon. Mr. White (Pembroke).
* Bill H4, an Act for the relief of Morgan
Hart—Hon. Mr. Mulholland.

Bill T4, an Act for the relief of James
Arthur Breadon—Hon. Mr. Ross (Middle-
ton).

Bill J4, an Act for the relief of Marjorie
Esther Splan—Hon. Mr. Ross (Middleton).

Bill K4, an Act for the relief of Gladys
Orme—Hon. Mr. Ross (Middleton).

Bill 14, an Act for the relief of John
Andrew Reid.—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON.

Bill N4, an Act for the relief of William
Thomas 'Charlton Spence.—Hon. Mr. Schaff-
ner.

Bill 04, an Act for the relief of Gladys
Lucie White—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill P4, an Act for the relief of Robert
Stewart MecIntyre—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill Q4, an Act for the relief of Goldie
Luella Russell.—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill R4, an {Act for the relief of Arthur
Atkinson—Hen. Mr. Haydon.

Bill S84, an Act for the relief of Lillian
Edith Hudgin—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill T4, an Act for the relief of Mary
Booth.—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill U4, an Act for the relief of Bernard
Ernest Sleeth—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill V4, an Act for the relief of Elsie Fray.
—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill W4, an Act for the relief of Cecilia
Marrie Peters Kendall—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

- Billl X4, an Aect for the relief of Elias
Malky.—Hon. Mr. Haydon. s

" Bill Y4, an Act for the relief of Ethel
Beatrice Walker—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill Z4, an Act for the relief of George
Elgie Dulyea—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill A5, an Act for the relief of John
Wilson.—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill B5, an Act for the relief of John
Sydney Wright.—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill C5, an Act for the relief of Alice Vie-
toria MecGibbon.—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill D5, an Act for the relief of Lillie
Torrance Cascadden.—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill E5, an Act for the relief of James
Thomas Young.—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill F5, an Act for the relief of Copland
William Evans—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill G5, an Act for the relief of Arthur
John Harman.—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill I5, an Aect for the relief of Annie
Rebecea Herbert.—Hon. Mr. Smith.

Bill J5, an Act for the relief of David
Joseph Potter—Hon. Mr. Pope.

Bill K5, an Act for the relief of Walter
Harold Bingley.—Hon. Mr. Pope.

Bill L5, an Act for the relief of Ethel
Harriett Little—Hon, Mr. Robertson.

RICHES DIVORCE PETITION
REPORT OF COMMITTEE

Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY moved concur-
rence in the 74th report of the Standing Com-
mittee on Divoree, to whom was referred
back the petition of Charles Stanley Reid
Riches, together with the evidence taken be-
fore the said Committee.

He said: Honourable gentlemen, perhaps a
word of explanation might be found accept-
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able by the House. The names of co-respon-
dents, when known, are constantly placed in
petitions, but under the standing rules there
is no obligation to serve the co-respondents
with notice. The result is that a person may
be named as a co-respondent and have
absolutely no knowledge whatever of the pro-
ceedings. I think that some members of
the Committee would regard it as desirable
that at the next Session of the House we should
amend the rules so as to have co-respondents
served, as is the English practice. TIn the Old
Land and in some of our provincial juris-
dictions co-respondents may, under certain
circumstances, be answerable in damages; but
it would not be the intention to ask for powers
in that respect.

The explanation in the present instance is
this. A certain gentleman, whose name I
have forgotten at the moment, through his
solicitors made representations to me with
regard to the Riches petition, stating that he had
been mentioned in it but that he had never
been served with a copy and had absolutely
no knowledge of the hearing. We had re-
commended the granting of a divorce. The
act of adultery on which the finding was
based was committed in his apartments, and,
he being named in the petition, there would
be a fairly strong natural inference that he
was the guilty person. He is a well known
business man in Montreal. He asked through
his solicitors that evidence should be taken on
the question whether or not he was the person
involved. We asked the Senate to be good
enough to refer the petition back to the Com-
mittee. Evidence was tendered as to whether
or not he was the person with whom the
adultery had been committed: we were per-
fectly satisfied he was not there, and the co-
respondent remained unidentified, as is very
often the case. That is an explanation of
an unusual proceeding which might occur
under our rules.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: 1 do not think
I have ever attended a sitting of the Divorce
Committee; so I am absolutely ignorant of
the rules that prevail there. I confess to
being very much surprised that in a petition
printed and circulated a citizen of Canada
may be denounced as guilty of a certain
offence, and odium may thus be cast on his
name and considerable disturbance caused in
the family, without his being notified of the
accusation levelled at him.

Hon. Mr. MEMEANS: I may explain to
honourable gentlemen that it would be a very
serious thing to have to serve petitions on all
the different persons who are charged. Some
petitions allege half a dozen different offences,

and if it were necessary to serve the petition on
all the co-respondents the procedure would
be made very expensive. ‘The probabilities
are that all the co-respondents could not be
found. They might have left the country or
disappeared. I do not see how you could
compel the applicant to serve the petition
upon every individual who is charged with
being a party to the case. Tt is merely a
matter of producing witnesses.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: The lawyer who
had prepared the petition naming those people
ought to know that he would have to charge
them. So if he failed it would weaken his
case.

Hon, Mr. McMEANS: Oh, no.

Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY: If the rest of
the Committee concur in my personal view,
I shall be prepared to suggest at next Session
an amendment to the rule at least in this
respect, providing for service on co-respon-
dents. That service might not have to be
personal in every case. Personal service is
often extremely difficult in matters of this
kind, as the parties sometimes disappear. In
such cases we might provide, pursuant to the
ordinary court practice, for substitutional ser-
vice, by publication, or by service on some
other person—

Hon, Mr. CASGRAIN:
last known address,

Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY: —someone who
will bring the matter to the knowledge of
the person concerned, just as in a civil action
Provision might be made that if the person
could not be found notice should be sent by
registered mail to the last known address.
However, I will not enter into details now;
it will be time enough to do that when we
suggest an amendment to the rule.

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT: Will my honour-
able friend tell us if he agrees with the
honourable member from Winnipeg (Hon.
Mr. McMeans), that a certain number of
them only should be served—that if there
were half a dozen co-respondents you would
not serve them all?

Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY: In answer to
that I would say that it is only a question
as to what would be the mode of service.

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT: But my honour-
able friend who spoke last (Hon. Mr. Mec-
Means) does not want service to be made if
the number exceeds say three or four. I do
not see how any of them could be left out.

Hon. Mr, WILLOUGHBY: My honour-
able friend was dealing only with the diffi-
culty of service, but as to the propriety of

Service at the



86 SENATE

serving every one by some method, there is
no doubt that if one should be served
all should be served, whatever the method
may be. :

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT: That is all I
wanted to know,

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned until to-morrow at
3 pm,

THE SENATE

Wednesdny, May 26, 1926.

The Senate met at 3 p.m., the Speaker in
the Chair.

Prayers and routine proceedings,

DIVORCE BILLS
FIRST READINGS

Bill M5, an Act for the relief of Samuel
Wexler—Hon. W. B. Ross.

Bill N5, an Act for the relief of Samuel
Lehman Stouffer—Hon. Mr. Willoughby.

Bill O5, an Act for the relief of Robert
Douglas Ian McLeod.—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill P5, an Act for the relief of Mary Mar-
garet McColgan Vinnette Graydon—Hon. Mr.
Schaffner.

Bill Q5, an Act for the relief of Alexander
Charles Boyd.—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill R5, an Act for the relief of Charles
Day—Hon, Mr. Schaffner.

Bill 85, an Act for the relief of Albert
Wilson Denning.—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill T5, an Act for the relief of Margaret
Lambert.—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill U5, an Act for the relief of Jessie
Patterson.—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill V5, an Act for the relief of Ernest
Ashton—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill W5, an Act for the relief of Evelyn
Christine Stewart.—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill X5, an Act for the relief of Ernest
Love—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill Y5, an Act for the relief of Charles
Stanley Reed Riches—Hon. Mr. Lewis.

Bill Z5, an Act for the relief of Mona Aileer
Davies—Hon. Mr. Lewis.

Bill A6, an Act for the relief of Elizabeth
Wright—Hon. Mr. Pardee.

PRIVATE BILLS

FIRST READINGS

Bill 11, an Act to incorporate the President
of the Lethbridge Stake —Hon. Mr. Buchanan.
Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY.

Bill 13, an Act respecting a patent owned by
the John E. Russell Company.—Hon. Mr. Bel-
court. :
Bill 92, an Act respecting the Grand Orange
Lodge of British America—Hon. Mr. Robert-
son.

DELAY OF LEGISLATION

On the Orders of the Day:

Hon. Mr. POPE : Honourable gentlemen, be-
fore the Orders of the Day are called, and
with the permission of the House, I would
like to remind honourable gentlemen of the
fact that this Session began about the 7th of
January and has been prolonged until the
present time, when, I surmise, we are ap-
proaching the last thirty days of the Session.
In the Speech from the Throne there was
much made of certain measures which would
come before this House for consideration, and
which we should have an opportunity of con-
sidering deliberately and carefully. We are
all aware of the ecriticism that has been
levelled against this honourable body by cer-
tain portions of the public press, some political
organizations, and others who choose to
criticize. We are essentially a revising body—
to revise legislation coming from the other
Chamber—and it is unfair that important
measures should be so long delayed that when
they reach us we either have to pass them
with all their imperfections, without having an
opportunity of giving them due consideration,
or to refuse to pass them altogether. When
we refuse to pass legislation we are said to be
political in character. So far as I am con-
cerned, my politics are well known, but I do
not permit them to unduly influence my
actions in this Chamber in reference to public
measures. A public measure is for the welfare
of the public and should receive the benefit of
the best attention and judgment that we are
able to give it.

We hear that Billsare coming along slowly-—
rural credits, the revision of valuation of
soldiers’ lands, the Grain Act, the Alberta
Resources Bill, and so on—and I would ask
the honourable members of the Cabinet in
this House, if they expect this House to give
consideration to those measures, to exercise
their influence with the Government of the
day in order that we may have a fair oppor-
tunity of discussing and considering these
measures, and of securing in committee the
information necessary to enable us to give an
intelligent vote upon these important ques-
tions.

I am not saying that this situation is the
fault of one political party more than another,
for this sort of dilly-dallying and delaying
this Chamber is an old, old story, and has
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been going on for years. When we are made
the subject of unkindly ecriticism in various
parts of the country I think that we should
raise our voices against being treated with
contempt, and we should demand sufficient
opportunity and time to properly consider
all measures.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I desire to in-
form my honourable friend that when we are
faced with a situation such as my honourable
friend mentions, the lateness of legislation
that is presented to us, we have two altern-
atives. We can take our own time to discuss
such legislation, and if necessary sit here for
ten or eleven months, as has been done in
some Sessions, for I remember that the Ses-
sion of 1903 opened in November, and closed
in October of the following year. We can do
that, or we can quietly postpone till the fol-
lowing Session the study of those measures
which reach us too late. I commend those
alternatives to my honourable friend, so that
when it comes to discussing such measures we
may choose either one of them.

Hon. Mr. REID: Honourable gentlemen, I
was going to suggest that perhaps it would
help matters a little if the honourable leader
would take up with the Government the ques-
tion whether some of the measures referred
to could not be introduced in the Senate first,
and then go to the other House. I am aware
that all Governments have hesitated to allow
measures to originate in this Chamber, but I
think that some of this important legislation
could well originate here, Such a method
would afford some relief in the present situa-
tion.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I would remind
those honourable gentlemen who have the
privilege of travelling through Europe at the
beginning of the Session that when they re-
turn they should read Hansard, because this

very question has been "discussed twice this
Session.

Hon. Mr. REID: I would like to inform the
honourable leader of the Government that he
was in Europe when I was there, though he
did not return on the same steamer., How-
ever, I read of the adjournment of the Senate
until some time in May. I always kept my
eye on the date to which this House was

adjourned, and I would have been here some
time ago if there had been even a possible
chance of one Government measure being in-
troduced.

DIVORCE BILLS
THIRD READINGS

Bill F4, an Act for the relief of Mabel Ellen
Barrett—Hon. Mr. Gordon.

Bill G4, an Act for the relief of Mabel Vie-
toria Westertby.—Hon. Mr. White (Pem-
broke). .

Bill H4, an Act for the relief of Morgan
Hart—Hon. Mr. Mulholland.

Bill 14, an Act for the relief of James
Arthur Breadon—Hon. Mr. Ross (Middle-
ton).

Bill J4, an Act for the relief of Marjorie
Esther Splan—Hon. Mr. Ross (Middleton)

Bill K4, an Act for the relief of Gladys
Orme.—Hon. Mr. Ross (Middleton),

Bill L4, an Act for the relief of John
Andrew Reid.—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill N4, an Act for the relief of William
Thomas Charlton Spence.—Hon. Mr. Schaff-
ner. »

Bill O4, an Act for the relief of Gladys
Lucie White—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill P4, an Act for the relief of Robert
Stewart MecIntyre—Hon. Mr, Schaffner.

Bill Q4, an Act for the relief of Goldie
Luella Russell—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill R4, an Act for the relief of Arthur
Atkinson.—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill 84, an Act for the relief of Lillian
Edith Hudgin—Hon, Mr. Haydon.

Bill T4, an Act for the relief of Mary
Booth—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill U4, an Act for the relief of Bernard
Ernest Sleeth—Hon, Mr. Haydon.

Bill V4, an Act for the relief of Elsie Fray.
—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill W4, an Act for the relief of Cecilia
Marrie Peters Kendall—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill X4, an Act for the relief of Elias
Malky.—Hon, Mr. Haydon.

Bill Y4, an Act for the relief of Ethel Bea-
trice Walker—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill Z4, an Act for the relief of George
Elgie Dulyea—Hon, Mr. Haydon.

Bill A5, an Act for the relief of John Wil-
scn.—Hon, Mr. Haydon.

Bill B5, an Act for the relief of John Syd-
ney Wright—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill C5, an Act for the relief of Alice Vie-
toria McGibbon.—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill D5, an Act for the relief of Lillie
Torrence Cascadden.—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill E5, an Act for the relief of James
Thomas Young—Hon, Mr. Haydon.

Bill F5, an Act for the relief of Copland
William Evans.—Hon. Mr. Haydon.

Bill G5, an Act for the relief of Arthur John
Harman—Hon. Mr Haydon.
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Bill 15, an Act for the relief of Annie Re-
becea Herbert.—Hon. Mr. Smith.

Bill J5, an Act for the relief of David Joseph
Potter—Hon. Mr. Pope.

Bill K5, an Act for the relief of Walter
Harold Bingley—Hon. Mr. Pope.

Bill L5, an Act. for the relief of Ethel Har-
riett Little—Hon. Mr. Robertson.

ORGANIZATION OF SENATE STAFF

CONCURRENCE IN REPORT OF COMMITTEE
AS AMENDED

On the Order:

Consideration of the fourth report of the Standing
Committee on Internal Economy and Contingent
Accounts.-~Hon. Mr. Daniel.

Hon. J. W. DANIEL: Honourable gentle-
men, when I introduced this report of the
Committee on Internal Economy and Con-
tingent Accounts a few days ago the honourable
the Government leader in this Chamber took
cbjection to hfving the report considered
at that time, and he voiced his objection
partly in these words:

I cannot wunderstand why, in the reorganization
which is before us, the position of Second Assistant
Clerk at the Table is not dropped, for I have been
under the unpression that we would not appoint a
third officer at the Table. It is somewhat dangerous
to maintain a vacancy, because temptations may arise.
That is the reason why I ask that the report be
not taken now.

That I consider to be an entirely reasonable
objection, and T think it is one that probably
all of us would have had if the intention of
the report were to have a new Assistant Clerk
placed at the Table. That is where the mis-
apprehension arose. There is nothing at all
in the position of Second Assistant Clerk that
gives the holder of it a place at the Table of
the Senate. The late Mr. Lelidvre, when he
was appointed Second Assistant Clerk of the
Senate, was given a seat at the Table because
there was then no one at the Table who was
familiar with both the English and the French
languages. Mr. Lelidvre was familiar with both
English and French and was able to give the
assistance required at the Table. The report
of the Committee, in recommending the ap-
pointment of a gentleman to the position of
Second Assistant Clerk of the Senate, did not
at all contemplate that gentleman taking a
seat at the Table. It was the intention to have
him continue the work that he is now doing.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: What is that work;
please?

Hon. Mr. DANIEL: Translation of French
Debates. If the honourable gentleman has
been in the habit of reading his own speeches
he will know how satisfactorily the work of
translation has been done. Personally I do

Hon. Mr. REID. 3

not see those debates and am not in a position
to judge, but those who do read and use them
tell me that the work is very well done. I
may say in this connection that before Mr.
Potvin was given this work to do under a
contract which pays him $4,000 a year, the
work was performed by two officials at an
annual cost of $5,000. Therefore, not only has
his work been done much more satisfactorily,
but it has cost $1,000 a year less.

The difficulty which the honourable leader
of the Government experienced with regard to
that position, and which I have no doubt all
who were not acquainted with the facts in
the matter also had, would be satisfactorily
adjusted, if the Senate is agreeable, by slightly
altering the wording of the report, so that the
description of position No. 4, instead of being
put down as “Second Assistant Clerk,” would
have added to it, “and Editor and Chief
Translator of French Debates.” That would
specify entirely the work that he would have
to do, and there would be nothing in it to
indicate or suggest any likelihood of his being
requested to ocecupy a seat at the table. So I
intend, before moving concurrence, to ask the
permission of the Senate to add those words
to the deseription of position No. 4.

This new plan will not create any additional
expense on the Senate or the country. We
all know that in the work to be done in con-
nection with this House the Clerk of the
Senate is now and always has been very
economically inclined, so far as economy is
consistent with efficiency. I have taken the
trouble to calculate how much the old plan
cost; and in arriving at the amount I have of
course added the sum of $4,000 per annum
which was paid to Mr. Potvin for the work of
translating the Debates into French, because,
although he was not a member of the or-
ganized staff, still he was doing staff work. The
total was $80,280. In the new orgamization
there are two positions put down which it is
not the intention of the Clerk to fill at the
present time. They are included merely in
order to give him the power to have the ap-
pointments made in case of emergency.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER: What are they?

Hon. Mr. DANIEL: A third Parliamentary
Reporter and a second Confidential Messenger.

_ Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: What does “Con-
fidential Messenger” mean?

" Hon. Mr. DANIEL: I shall have to ask
the honourable gentleman to refer back to
the time before I became a member of the
Senate, for that was the title given to him
then. The honourable gentleman was a mem-
ber before I entered this House, and he would
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bave a better opportunity of knowing. I do
not know of any reason why the employee in
question should be called a Confidential
Messenger; all messengers ought to be con-
fidential; but that is the way it is put down
in the classifications of both the Senate and
the House of Commons. He may be a little
higher up than the ordinary messenger.

The cost under the new organization will be
$75,740 as against $80,280, so there can be no
possible objection on that ground. In other
respects, certainly so far as the Committee is
concerned, they were very glad indeed to have
an opportunity of recognizing the meritorious
work of Mr. Potvin, and considered that he
would be a valuable addition to the staff of
the Senate. T would therefore ask permission
to add the following words to position No. 4:
“FEditor and Chief Translator of French
Debates.” That will make the situation clear,
and will remove any misapprehension or am-
biguity as to the position of this new official.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER: Honourable gentlé-
men, the correction that has been made is to
my mind an appropriate one, but we should
remember that the appointments of officials
of the Senate are made by the Civil Service
Commissioners.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL: Not these.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER: They have relin-
quished their rights so far as the officials who
sit at the Table are concerned, but as has been
said, Mr. Potvin will not sit at the table,
therefore we will be encroaching upon the
rights and privileges of the Civil Service
Commission.

I have no objection whatsoever to the
appointment of Mr. Potvin. I think he is a
good translator. I will not go to the extent
that my friend to the right has gone in say-
ing that the translation now is much better
than it was before. I have read both trans-
lations, and both are good, and in my opinion
she translators previously employed could
translate at least as well as Mr. Potvin.

As against the economy of $1,000, there is
the fact that we have practically no more
French translation of our Senate Debates.
Last Session there was not one speech printed
for the use of Senators. The Committee on
Debates and Reporting, to which I belong,
was asked by one honourable Senator for the
translation of his speech, and he was told—
he did not say by whom—that he could get
it upon paying for it. That is altogether un-
satisfactory. Last Session there was not one
page of the French translation of the Debates
issued, and although we have been in session
two or three months this year, so far not one
page has appeared.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL: Have you made any
speeches?

Hon. Mr. POIRIER: What is the use of
expending $4,000 if there is no result from
it?

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: Hear, hear.
never got it.

Hon. Mr, POIRIER: I have nothing but
sympathy for Mr. Potvin, but I would like
to see the privileges of the Senate maintained.
If we have a French translation we should
have it not one or two years after the speech
is delivered, but before it becomes stale. I
am as much in favour as anybody of main-
taining the rights and privileges of the French
language in the land, but if it is to be simply
a matter of show, and there is to be no bot-
tom to it, I will agree to the abolition of a
translation of which we have no knowledge
and from which we get no use or benefit.

I see that there is attached to the position
the title of editor. I did not know that this
gentleman any more than other translators
was an editor. Why the title editor? The
translators of our laws are not the editors of
our laws: they are simply translators. Why
the title editor? If the translator were the
editor, that would make him responsible for
what I have said to you about the non-
appearance of the Debates last year. I do
not put the blame for that on his shoulders;
I think he did all he could to have the trans-
lation printed. Not being able to do any-
thing in the matter we had one of the most
influential members of our Committee—I
think he is in the Chamber, I will not name
him—go to see about it, and his failure was
as absolute as my own. He could get no
satisfactory answer. Therefore we have prac-
tically no French translation of our Debates.

I may also say that I think that the Com-
mittee that looks after the translation of the
Debates has been treated somewhat cavalierly
in this matter. If anybody knows what we
need, it is the Committee on the Debates,
and they should have been consulted, and
that has not been done.

I notice also that the position of the Ser-
geant-at-Arms is to be abolished. To an old
timer, and I happen to be one of them, this
is regrettable. This position is abolished, I
suppose, on the assumption that we are all
inoffensive, and that no danger can possibly
arise from the ire of any of us. That may
be a mistake, honourable gentlemen. I re-
member several occasions, one especially,
when but for the intervention of the Sergeant-
at-Arms there might have been serious hap-
penings in the Senate. I refer to the time
when a fight was threatening between Mr.

We
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Ross and Mr, Millar, when one of them was
called a toothless old serpent. If it had not
been for the interference of the Sergeant-
at-Arms and the display of his sword, we do
not know what might have happened.

Hon, Mr. DANIEL: Is that the time there
was a reference to a toothless old viper?

Hon. Mr. POIRIER: Yes, that is the word
that was used.

I think it is regrettable that the office of
Sergeant-at-Arms should be abolished—not
that the Mace Bearer does not do the work
very gracefully; he is an ornament to the
job; but we are abolishing what exists in the
House of Lords, of which we are supposed to
be a reflection. Since titles are formed for
purposes, I would rather have the gentleman
who carries the Mace called the Sergeant-at-
Arms, and have that ornamental position re-
tained in the Senate.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: The Senate is going
to be abolished anyway.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER: Among other things
I notice that the Chief Translator is put away
down on the list. Mr. De Montigny is a very
capable gentleman, and one of the cleverest
employees of the House,

Hon. Mr. DANIEL: He is in the same
position he occupied before.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER: His position is one
which carries respect, and I am sorry to see
it placed so far down on the list. However, I
have no serious objection to the report ex-
cept the one which I have already raised, that
we have no practical or useful translation of
the Debates of this House.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Honourable
gentlemen, when this report first came to the
Senate I thought there was to be but one re-
port. I had been informed the day before by
the Clerk of the House that it was his inten-
tion simply to lay down a scheme of organ-
ization outlining the funetions of officials, but
not giving names or salaries, because that
would be tantamount to classification, a mat-
ter which is under the jurisdiction of the Civil
Service Commission. Of course, that was as
far as the Clerk could go. But apparently
the Committee that met next day went fur-
ther, and, being uninformed as to that devel-
opment, I thought it proper to express a doubt
as to the propriety of maintaining a second
Clerk Assistant under the scheme of organ-
ization.

During the last quarter of a century I have
been following the work of the Senate, and
its budget, and I have found that our Clerks

Hon. Mr. POIRIER.

of the Senate have been very conscientious
in their efforts to reduce expenditure, and I
think our expenditure, compared with that of
the other House or any other department,
stands in a very good light. I felt that our
gcod work in this connection would be some-
what affected in the public eye by the fact
that we had three officials at the Table when
the Commons had but two. I have often
heard Commoners remarking that although
we have so little to do compared with the
other House, yet we have three officials at the
Table and they have only two. Therefore I
rose to express the opinion that there should
be only two officials at the Table, in order to
remove any appearance of laxity or too great
liberality in the appointment of our staff, as
I felt that we might be open to unjust
criticism in that regard. The Chairman of
the Internal Economy Committee afterwards
brought forward a second report of which I
was totally unaware at the time, and after the
explanation that he has given I am quite
agreeable to the report.

In answer to my honourable friend from
Shediac (Hon. Mr. Poirier), who claims that
the positions released by the Civil Service
Commission are those of the officials at the
Table, I may say that I think he is under a
misconception. The release does not cover
the officers at the Table, but the Clerk, and
the first and second Assistant Clerks. These
names are given, but it is not added that they
are at the table. As a matter of fact the twc
need not be at the Table, and even before the
report was adopted the Clerk could have
exercised his own discretion as to calling one
or two clerks to the table to assist him. This
report makes it quite clear that the Clerk
may assign duties to the Second Clerk Assist-
ant which may not necessarily involve attend-
ing the sittings of the House.

As to the propriety of appointing an officer
who will have charge of the translation of our
Debates, this question has been discussed for
at least 25 years. I have consistently favored
the appointment of such an officer, and I
suggested this same idea to the Clerk of the
House some time ago, so that I am fully in
accord with the report. I may add that I
was informed that the amount allowed to the
party who had the contract for translation was
not sufficient, and the amount that he is allow-
ed under this report is about what he re-
ceived as contractor; yet I must candidly
say I expect that towards the end of the
Session he will at times need temporary help,
in order to maintain his work from day to
day. Part of the amount which he received
under contract went for needed help, and I
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expect that he will require an additional sum,
which may be granted out of the Contingent
Accounts of the Senate.

The amendment of Hon. Mr. Daniel was
agreed to.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL moved concurrence in
the report as amended.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: There is one
remark I should like to add. I have had some
representations occasionally in this case, as
in others, concerning the list which appears
in this scheme of organization. Some mem-
bers of the staff have been under the impres-
sion that the numbering of these positions
indicated the order of precedence. There is
nothing in that representation. The numbers,
as they come down, do not really indicate
the true position of the officers of the Senate
towards each other.

Hon. Mr. TURRIFF: Might I ask the
Chairman of the Committee if concurrence
in this report means that the appointments
suggested can be made now by the Clerk of
the Senate without any further action?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: There is only
one appointment.

Hon. Mr. TURRIFF': I would like to point
out that at a meeting of the Internal Economy
Committee some weeks ago, which was fully
attended, where the Assistant Clerk was ap-
pointed, it was generally understood that no
second Clerk would be appointed. I listened
to the remarks of my honourable friend from
Shediac (Hon. Mr. Poirier) and also those of
the mover of this resolution (Hon. Mr.
Daniel), and it seems to me now that this is
an opportunity—

Hon. Mr. DANIEL: Would the honourable
gentleman allow me a moment? I think if
he will wait till the next report is brought
in he will see that the appointment with the
name of Second Assistant Clerk does not in-
terfere with his views as to what ought to
take place in keeping the Table as it is now,
with only two Clerks there.

Hon. Mr. TURRIFF: Well, I have only
a word or two to say. If we make another
appointment it may not mean anything just
now, but it will mean increased expense to
the Senate before we are through with the
matter, thought it may be some years hence.
The work of the Senate is being done very
satisfactorily at present, and I see no reason
whatever for increasing the staff. The in-
dividual with whom it is now proposed to
deal draws a liberal allowance, and I have
no objection to that; but here is an oppor-
tunity to practise a little economy such as
my honourable friends have mentioned. I

think the internal economy of the Senate is
being carried on well, but if it is satisfactory
why should we go on making appointments
that are not necessary to the efficient work-
ing of the Senate? I am against concurring
in what may lead to additional expense in
future, even if it does not involve extra ex-
pense now, and I think it would be better to
let well enough alone.

Hon. Mr. REID: I would like to ask a
question in connection with the wording of
this report, which says:

The Committee recommend that the present plan of
Organization of the Senate be cancelled, and the fol-
lowing substituted therefor.

I should like to ask one of the lawyers
present whether the adoption of this report
with the word “cancelled” would automatically
cancel all the official positions and involve
reappointments. I would suggest that instead
of the word “cancelled” some other word
should be used, such as “changed.”

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I would think
that this is one and the same action; the
cancellation is done at the same time as the
new scheme of organization is created, so
that there is simply a substitution of one
organization for the other.

Hon. Mr. REID: But you are cancelling
your whole organization, and substituting a
new organization for the one that existed.
When you cancel the old organization do you
not cancel all the old positions with it? If
so, the officials should be reappointed to the
new organization. I am not objecting to the
change, but I am raising that question.

The motion of Hon. Mr. Daniel was agreed
to.

SECOND CLERK ASSISTANT

CONCURRENCE IN REPORT OF COMMITTEE
AS AMENDED

On the Order:

Consideration of the fifth report of the Standing
Committee on Internal Economy and Contingent
Accounts.

Hon, Mr. DANIEL: Honourable gentle-
men, the change in the wording of the fourth
report necessitates a small change in this one,
so as to make them agree. I would therefore
move that the report be amended by strik-
ing out, in the third and fourth lines thereof,
the words:

Second Clerk Assistant, to perform such duties

and substituting the following:

Second Clerk Assistant, Editor and Chief Trans-
lator of French Debates, and to do such other work
as may be assigned to him by the Clerk of the
Senate.

I would move that amendment.
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. Hon. Mr. POIRIER: Honourable gentle-
men, I must repeat that the word “ Editor”
has a strange ring, because the translators are
not editors, and I do not see why that word
was inserted. As for being Chief Translator
of the Debates, the appointee would certainly
be the Chief Translator, for he seems to be
the sole translator.

The amendment of Hon. Mr. Daniel was
agreed to.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL moved the report as
amended be concurred in.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned until to-morrow at
3 p.m.

THE SENATE

Thursday, May 27, 1926.

The Senate met at 3 p.m., the Speaker in
the Chair.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

SOLDIER SETTLEMENT BILL
FIRST READING

Bill 17, an Act to amend the Soldier Settle-
ment Act, 1919.—Hon. Mr. Dandurand.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Honourable
gentlemen, this Bill was the occasion of con-
siderable debate and division of opinion as to
the form it should be finally given. From
the echoes that had reached me I was under
the impression that it was a very much in-
volved Bill. I have examined it carefully
and find that it has been whipped into shape
in such a way that it will probably meet with
very little opposition as to the form. I will
ask that we take the second reading on
Tuesday next.

It was ordered, that the Bill be placed on
the Order Paper for second reading on
Tuesday, June 1.

FEDERAL APPEAL BOARD
MOTION FOR RETURN

Hon. Mr. TAYLOR moved:

That a humble Address be presented to His
Excellency the Govermnor General, praying that His
Excellency will cause to be laid before this House
a return showing copy of all rules and regulations
made by the Governor in Council respecting the
sittings, practices and procedure of the Federal Appeal
Board.

The motion was agreed to.
Hon. Mr. DANIEL.

PRIVATE BILL
REQUEST FOR SUSPENSION OF RULES

On the Orders of the Day:

Hon. L. McMEANS: I crave the indulgence
of the Senate to ask that Bill 92, which is on
the Order Paper for second reading to-morrow,
be given second reading to-day. The cir-
cumstances are rather unusual. The Bill is
one to regulate some insurance matters in con-
nection with the Grand Lodge of Orangemen
They have to give some twenty days’ notice tc
all their policy holders, and as that will have
to be done within a very short time, and this
honourable body is not sitting continuously,
but is meeting only two or three days a week
while awaiting legislation from the House of
Commons, the Grand Lodge will be placed in
a very difficult position with regard to this
matter unless the Bill can be given second
reading to-morrow and posted, so that it may
be referred to Committee by next Wednesday
at the latest. The Bill has passed the House
of Commons without any objection. It deals
only with cash surrender values of policies
and matters of that sort. Under these
special circumstances I would ask that the
Senate be good enough to allow this Bill to
be read a second time to-day.

The Hon. the SPEAKER: I understood
the honourable gentleman to say that he
wanted the second reading to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. MeMEANS: No. The Bill is on
the Order Paper for to-morrow. I want the
second reading to-day. The honourable
gentleman who has charge of the Bill, the
honourable Senator from Welland (Hon. Mr.
Robertson), has been away for some time.

Hon. Mr. BEIQUE: They will not attain
their object in that way, because the Bill
would still have to be sanctioned.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: I am informed by
the gentlemen who have the matter in charge
that if the Bill gets second reading and passes
the Committee they will be satisfied to send
out the usual notices.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Would the hon-
ourable gentleman state whether those notices
of which he speaks refer to the passing of
the Bill or have any effect upon the procedure
of the Senate?

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: Not the slightest.
Under their by-laws and regulations the Grand
Lodge are required to send notices out to the
different policy holders twenty days previous
to the meeting of the Grand Lodge, so that
any objections to be made can be considered.
The Grand Lodge have been called to meet
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on a certain day, and it is now very close to
the twenty-day period; so if they could get
the Bill referred to Committee and the Com-
mittee would pass it, as it passed the House
of Commons, they would send out their notices
at once.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL: It relates simply to
the principle of insurance?

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: Yes. It has the
usual clauses. There is no objection to the
Bill in any way. It has passed the House of
Commons without a dissenting vote.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: There is no
objection except that which arises from our
rules. There is a very exact procedure that
must be followed in order to advance a Bill
from a fixed date to an earlier one. I think
there is a certain motion that must be made;
and even if we went through that procedure
it would be necessary; in view of the fact that
the Bill is down for second reading to-
morrow, to have it understood that the Senate
would not be committed to the principle
of the Bill, which might be discussed at the
third readmg Some member of the Senate
might claim that he intended raising a point,
or challenging the second reading, on the date
for which it was fixed.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS:
would be understood.

The Hon. the SPEAKER: I understood the
honourable gentleman (Hon. Mr. McMeans)
to say that he did not propose that the Bill
should go before the Committee until, say,
next Wednesday.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: I understood that
the House would likely adjourn this afternoon
until next Tuesday, and it is necessary to
have the Bill posted. 3

The Hon. the SPEAKER: Then I would
point out to the honourable gentleman that
he could perhaps attain the same object if he
would leave the Bill as it stands, to come up
for ‘second reading on Tuesday, and then
move for the suspension of the rules with
regard to the further stages of the Bill. It
would come before the Banking and Com-
merce Committee on Wednesday, and the
honourable gentleman’s object would be at-
tained.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: T understood the
Bill had to be posted some days in advance.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: The effect would
be far-reaching and the precedent might be
dangerous. I would suggest to my honour-
able friend that we take the second reading

Certainly, that

on Tuesday next and then suspend the rules
in order to allow the Bill to go to the Com-
mittee the next day.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: All right.

INQUIRY FOR RETURNS

Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY: I would like
to ask the honourable leader of the Govern-
ment if he has been able to obtain the returns
for which I moved on the 11th instant?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: If the honour-
able gentleman will give me a memorandum
I shall have inquiry made after the House
rises.

Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY
happy to do that.

The Senate adjourned until Tuesday, June
1,at 8 p.m.

I shall be very

THE SENATE

Tuesday, June 1, 1926.

The Senate met at 8 p.m., the Speaker in
the Chair.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

DIVORCE BILLS
FIRST READINGS

Bill B6, an Act for the relief of Samuel
Paveling—Hon. Mr. Greene.

Bill C6, an Act for the relief of John Jones.
—Hon. Mr. Lewis.

Bill D6, an Act for the relief of Benjamin
Rapp. —Hon Mr. Lewis.

Bill 16, an Act for the relief of Bernard
Thomas Graham.—Hon. Mr. Lewis.

Bill F6, an Act for the relief of Robert
Edward Greig—Hon. Mr. Lewis.

Bill H6, an Act for the relief of Daisie
Hawkey —Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

Bill 16, an Act for the relief of Annie
Sophia Gordonsmith—Hon. Mr. Schaffner.

PRIVATE BILLS
FIRST READINGS
Bill G6, an Act respecting certain patents
of James MecCutcheon Coleman—Hon. Mr.
Lewis.
Bill 93, an Act to incorporate the Canadian
Dexter P, Cooper Company.—Hon, Mr.
Robinson.

OLD AGE PENSIONS BILL
FIRST READING

Bill 21, an Act respecting Old Age Pen-
sions—Hon. Mr. Dandurand.
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Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Honourable
gentlemen, as there is very little on the
Order Paper for to-morrow, I would ask leave
to move for the suspension of the rule which
governs the second reading of Bills, so that
this may be put down for second reading to-
IOITOW.

The motion was agreed to.

CANADA’S REPRESENTATION AT
WASHINGTON

INQUIRY

Hon. Mr. MACDONELL inquired of the
Government :

1. Is it the intention of this Government to appoint
a so-called Ambassador, or Minister Plenipotentiary,
to the United States of America?

2. If so, when?

3. If so, what will be the annual cost to the tax-
payers of this Dominion, in salaries, allowances, rentals,
ete., in connecticn with such Embassy?

4. Has the Government any information as to any
possibility of the United States appointing an Am-
bassador to Canada?

5. Has there been any correspondence exchanged
between this Government and the Imperial Authorities
with regard to representation at Washington?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND:

1. It is intended tio appoint a Minister
Plenipotentiary.

2. This question is under consideration.

3. Provision is included in the estimates.

4. No.

5. No.
PRIVATE BILL
THIRD READING
Bill Y3, an Act respecting Dominion

Electric Protection Company—Hon. G. G.
Foster.

SOLDIER SETTLEMENT BILL
SECOND READING

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND moved the second
reading of Bill 17, an Act to amend the Soldier
Settlement Act, 1919.

He said: I would ask leave for Major
Barnett to come to the floor.

Honourable gentlemen are aware of the
policy which was sanctioned by Parliament
for the settling on the land of as many soldiers
as possible after the war ended. A board
called the Soldier Settlement Board was
constituted and given special authority for the
placing of those men. The returned soldiers
were allowed to select their land wherever
they preferred, from the Atlantic to the Pacific,
and could apply to the Board for an advance
of capital for its punchase. Of course, the
Board held the title to the land until it was

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

paid for. They could advance as much as
$5.000 to a returmed soldier, who could select
a farm exceeding this price provided he paid
the difference himself. Under the Act money
could be advanced also for live stock and
equipment.

Under this legislation $105,000.000 has been
advanced to 25,000 soldiers, 17,000 of whom
purchased lands through the Board. They
were supposed to pay 10 per cent of the
purchase price, but some discretion was
allowed to the Board, and wquite often, it
appears, the Board paid the whole 100 per
cent,

Unfortunately for the country, those lands
were purchased mainly not only when land
prices were high, but when crops brought
good prices and there was quite a boom in
the country. As the years rolled by it soon
became apparent that some of the soldiers
were heavily involved and quite a number
left the land in despair. Both inside and out-
side of Parliament there has been a constant
agitation for a revaluation of these lands, and
the Government brings forward this Bill,
which is an enabling Bill, to create some kind
of an arbitral tribunal, composed of a county
judge, a representative of the Soldier Settle-
ment Board, and a representative of the
soldiers themselves who are making c'aims
before that Board. The soldier will have to
file a claim for a rebate, stating the price

he paid for his land and the reasons
actuating him in submitting his claim.
The individual soldier may ask for an
individual representative, but it is hoped

that in each district the soldiers asking for a
rebate will get together and select one repre-
sentative on the Board. The protection which
the country will have in the formation of that
tribunal will be the presence on it of the
representative of the Soldier Settlement Board
who will probably be selected from the district
where the tribunal is sitting. He will have
a full knowledge of the conditions prevailing
in that district, having been in touch with the
soldiers through the daily collection of their
dues, and will know why some are successful
and why some are not. I believe the Bill will
commend itself to this House.

It is fortunate for the country that the
Government did not move earlier in this
matter. If it had done so two years ago,
when prices were so low and crops had been
such a failure throughout the greater part
of the West, there would have been many
more claims than there are to-day. We have
since had two good crops, and I hope Provi-
dence will bless us with another good one
this year, so that when these tribunals start
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functioning a number of the soldiers who
have fallen behind. in their payments will
begin to feel that after all they did not
make such a bad bargain,

The amount involved is quite large. There
are some 11,000 soldiers who could appear
before the Board to ask for a revaluation
of their lands. How many of that number
will feel like doing so it is impossible to
say; but I may inform honourable gentlemen
that in Southern Alberta a questionnaire was
sent out to the soldiers who were borrowers
from the Government, and some 40 per cent
of them answered that they were satisfied
with the amount they had paid and as to
the possibility of meeting their obligations.
If they answered in that manner during last
winter, I hope that the position of quite a
large number of them has gradually changed
for the better, even in the large area which
suffered through drought and lost three or
four consecutive crops.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL: ‘What proportion of
the soldiers who got land under those ecir-
cumstances made good?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I am informed
that of the soldiers who went on the land
some 75 per cent are still on the land.

The question has been asked: why go to
the rescue of that class of debtors? In the
rough and tumble of life, in all vocations
and callings, some people fare well and others
do not. Why make that distinction? The
answer, I believe, is a very simple one. First,
the men are returned soldiers, and we have
decided to do the best the country can do
for them. The second reason is that the
Government is the creditor and is interested
in protecting its mortgage. The soldier may
get discouraged and leave, and then the
Government will have the land on its hands
and will have to dispose of it, and certainly
will not be able to dispose of it at better
than the existing market value, If there is
a real disproportion between the price paid
for the land and the existing market value,
there should be an effort made to retain on
the land the soldier who, though still fighting
an uphill battle, has shown a desire to re-
main on it, It seems to me that we are
interested in retaining on the land those
soldiers who have made the effort and have
passed through the lean years, and that there
should be a revaluation, rather than that
they should be allowed to face the necessity
of advertising and selling the property to
the publie,

Under this Act those who have left their
farms have the preference over all others of
re-entry if there is a revaluation and they
think they can make good. Those who have

paid in full are outside of the benefits of
the Act,

I think that I have fairly covered the
ground, I do not know whether honourable
gentlemen have all read the Bill, the prin-
cipal provision of which is to be found in
the first section,

Hon. Mr. TURRIFF: Honourable gentle-
men, the Leader of the House has told us
that of those who took land under the Soldier
Settlement and went on it, 75 per cent still
remain on the land. I would like to know if
he can give us the percentage of returned
soldiers who took advantage of the land
settlement scheme went on the land.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Does the
honourable gentleman mean what proportion
of the total number of enlisted soldiers or
returned soldiers—

Hon. Mr. TURRIFF: I would like to know
the total number of returned soldiers who took
advantage of the land settlement scheme who
went on the land. My honourable friend has
said that of those that did go on the land
75 per cent have remained. :

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: 25,000 went on
the land. I said that 17,000 had been advanced
money for the purchase of their farms, and
8,000 obtained advances under some other
head—live stock or equipment or buildings.

Hon. W. B. WILLOUGHBY: Honourable
gentlemen, I have no brief specially to repre-
sent the soldiers, and I have no doubt that
there are others who ‘especially desire to
speak on their behalf, and who, by virtue of
their connection with them, have a right to
do so; but as a western member I have been
written to repeatedly and spoken to innumber-
able times asking me to aid the Government
with this legislation. I think that on the
whole this is a very generous provision.

May I say that a couple of years ago T had
the honour of being one of the Empire
Parliamentary Delegation who went to South
Africa, and with one or two others I returned
via Australia and New Zealand, where I had
an opportunity of discussing on the spot
what they were doing for the soldiers. I have
a memorandum made at the time, and find
that they followed a course very similar to
our own and with very similar results. The
desire there, as in Canada, was to re-establish
the soldier on 'the land so far as possible,
when he could not get back to his old occupa-
tion. In New Zealand, as here, the prices for
small holdings, orchards, houses, and all kinds
of things, were inflated. In this country our
lands are particularly grain-growing lands.
New Zealand has been obliged to make a
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revaluation of lands, and has not stopped
doing so yet. There they appropriated nearly
$100,000,000, out of which $85,000,000 has been
expended for the re-establishment of a
comparatively small number. There were about
22,000 who were eligible for re-establishment
under the scheme, but perhaps not a third of
that number—I would say not a half—actually
took advantage of it.

Being a Westerner, and I think reasonably
familiar with agricultural values in the West-
ern Provinces, I know that conditions in
Canada were unfortunately most unfavourable
for the acquisition of lands by anybody. We
were going through a time of inflation. Live
stock depreciated after that, in some cases
more than 50 per cent, and, as many men
familiar with the West know, became prac-
tically of no value. The least valuable breeds
represented virtually no re-sale value to the
purchaser. We know of cases where cattle
shipped to the Winnipeg market were sold
at prices that left the shipper actually in
debt. The same conditions affected agricul-
tural land in Saskatchewan, where values de-
preciated from the peak prices at the end of
the war perhaps one-third. I know one district
in Saskatchewan, with which I am more par-
ticularly familiar, where private vendors or
company vendors were obligated to make read-
justment to purchasers in order to hold them,
and in many cases those readjustments repre-
sented even one-half of the sale price, after
taking into consideration accumulated in-
terest, taxes, etc. The same remark is true
all over Saskatchewan, and also Alberta, and
to a lesser degree in Manitoba.

The adjustment proposed by this Bill,
therefore, is not a whit more than property
owners in the West, either companies or
private individuals, have been obligated to
make for the purpose of keeping their pur-
chasers on the lands. I know that it is
peculiarly appropriate for those who have the
right to speak for soldiers to deal with this
Bill in greater detail.

We have dealt with the soldier very gen-
erously.
ness together in a funding operation, and
gave him a remission of interest for four,
three and two years r