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THE DEBATES

OF THE

SENATE

OF CANADA

IN THE

FIRST SESSION OF THE EIGHTH PARLIAMENT OF CANADA, APPOINTED TO MEET
FOR DESPATCH OF BUSINESS ON WEDNESDAY, THE NINETEENTH
DAY OF AUGUST, IN THE SIXTIETH YEAR OF THE
REIGN OF

HER MAJESTY QUEEN VICTORIA

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Wednesday, 19th August, 1896.

The Senate met at 2:30 P.M.
Pravggs,

roA communication under the Great Seal,

) the Secretary of State, was read
nOuncm_g that Hon. Mr. Pelletier had

H 1 appointed Speaker of the Senate. The
on. Speaker then took the chair.

NEW SENATORS.

The followi

Wore th ng newly-appointed Senators

en introduced and took their seats :

Hon. gir OLIVER MowWAT.
Hon. Frangors Bécrarp.
on. Louis J. Forger.

The House was adjourned during pleasure.

After some time the House was resumed.
T .
Chiehfe JHon. Sir Henry Strong,

1 Knight,
ustice of the Supreme

Court of

Canada, Deputy Governor, being seated at
the foot of the Throne.

The Hon. the Speaker commanded the
Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod to pro-
ceed to the House of Commons and acquaint
that House,—* It is the Deputy Governor’s
desire that they attend him immediately in
this House.”

Who being come, the Hon. the Speaker
said :

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

I have it in command 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 the Speaker of the
House of Commons shall have been chosen, accord-
ing to law ; but, to-morrow, at the hour of three
o'clock in the afternoon, His Excellency will de-
clare the causes of his calling this Parliament.

The Deputy Governor was pleased to re-
tire, and the House of Commons withdrew.

The Senate then adjourned.
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THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Thursday, 20th August, 1896.

Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at 2.30
p-m.

PravERs.
THE SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

This day, at Three o'clock p.m., His
ExcELLENCY THE GOVERNOR GENERAL pro-
ceeded in state to the Senate Chamber, and
took His Seat upon the Throne. The Sena-
“tors being assembled, His Excellency was
pleased to command the attendance of the
House of Commons. The members of that
body, preceded by their Speaker, the Hon-
ourable James Davip Epcar, appeared at
“the Bar. The Honourable JamMes Davip
EpcaRr then informed His Excellency that
the choice of the House of Commons had
fallen upon him to be their Speaker ; and he
prayed for the members thereof the custom-
ary parliamentary privileges.

After which His ExcELLENCY was pleased
to open the First SkssioN of the Eicurn
PARLIAMENT OF THE DoMINION oF CANADA
with the following Speech :—

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

The necessity of making provision for the public
service has compelled me to summon you together
at this somewhat inconvenient season.

Tt is impossible to lay before you, at this session,
the public accounts for the past year; or indeed
any of the reports usuatly submitted to Parliament.

Under these circumstances and in view of the
fact that you will be required to re-assemble early
in the ensuing year, it does not appear expedient
to invite your attention to any measures beyond
the passage of the supplies. ]

The operation of the tariff will be made the
subject of careful inquiry during the recess, with a
view to the preparation of such a measure as may,
without doing injustice to any interest, materially
lighten the burdens of the people.

Tmmediate steps will be taken to effect a settle-
ment of the Manitoba School question, and 1 have
every confidence that, when Parliament next
assembles, this important controversy will have
been adjusted satisfactorily.

Gentlemen of the House of Commons :
The Estimates for the current year will be laid
before you forthwith.
Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate :
Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

I hope that when you will have given the
necessary attention to the consideration of the
year’s supplies, I may be able to relieve you from

the duty of further attendance at this session of
Parliament.

The House of Commons then withdrew.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill “An Act relating to Railways.”
~—(8ir Oliver Mowat.)

THE ADDRESS.

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

Hon. Sir OLIVER MOWAT moved :

That this House do take into consideration the
Speech of His Excellency the (GGovernor General on
Monday next, at three o’clock.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—-I
would suggest to the hon. leader that
he should make it Tuesday next, as many
members of this House, if they return
to their homes to-night, cannot be here
on Monday afternoon unless they travel
on the Sabbath. T would also suggest that
the adjournment be until Tuesday next
at eight o'clock, which is a more convenient
hour for those who have to return from a
distance. Without entering into the merits
of the Speech from the Throne, I am very
much gratified to notice a paragraph in the
speech indicating that there is a probability
that that very vexed question which has
agitated the people of this country for the
last few years is being finally settled. From
recent editorial comments, in the organs of
the Government, I was led to believe that
some arrangement had been made by which
a final settlement has already been reached
and that the leader would be able to inform
the House what that arrangement was. I do
not, wish to press for an answer at the pre-
sent raoment, but I call the attention of the
House to the fact that statements have been
frequently made by those journals which
support the Government to the effect that
the Manitoba School question has been
finally settled, and I trust that the Govern-
ment will be prepared, when the question
comes before us for discussion, to take the
country into their confidence and let us
know what that settlement is. I assure
hon. gentlemen that no one will rejoice
more than I will when the question is

removed from the political arena of federal
politics. :
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S oA
e e‘shghtest objection to accede to the
de:iafastlon of my hon. friend, if it is the
- re of the House, that Tuesday should be
Substituted for Monday, and that the ad-
2oumment should Le until eight o’clock
Dstead of three in the afternoon of Tues-

2y.  With regard to the Manitoba school !

;‘lgle(;mong I am glad that my hon. friend

2{5 With such care what appears in the
hasorm newspapers. In this instance he
— Il‘;'ad them more carefully than I have
Wl)1 Ei y for T Flid not happen to read
thea _my hon. .frlend has told us appeared
tm? 5 but he is hurrying the matter a little
- ast.  Wedid not undertake, and did not

Pect to be able, to have everything settled

Y this session, but we do hope that before

ano : . .
o ther session the question will be removed
ut of our way.

Hon, My MASSON—Then what has|

appeared in

th at i s
settled. is g e papers, that it has been

the case !

) an. Sir OLIV
tl(?n 1S not settled,
Will be finally sett]
toit, and T think

ment, oy hon. fri
work,
session

ER MOWAT—The ques-
but we have no doubt it
ed. We are on the way
if we accomplish a settle-
end will consider it a good

although we may not be ready this
to report.

The motion was

'fuesda,y ot amended to adjourn until
o.

eight o’clock, and agreed

The Senate then adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottaica, Tuesday, August 25th, 1896.

o’crll;t?{ .SPEAKER took the Chair at Eight

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILL INTRODUCED.

(AI)I(:?. Mr. LOUGHEED introduced Bill

Polici D Act respecting the payment of

tiorigl?’s Oil Insurance by foreign corpora-
" ’bi n?g moved that the same be read the
Hon. My SCOTT i

. n. Mr. —1I think the practice

1n this House, and in the other a.lso? is not

to introduce bills until after the Speech from
the Throne has been answered.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN—Soon after Sir John
Abbott became leader of this House, I re-
member he introduced a bill before the
Speech from the Throne was answered,
and it was objected to then, that it was
irregular to do so. T consulted the law clerk
of the other House about it, and he informed
me that it was, at all events, contrary to
usage.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I am quite
willing that the bill should lie on the table
until the address is disposed of.

THE LATE SENATORS READ AND
SIR DAVID MACPHERSON.

Hon. Sir OLIVER MOW AT—Before the
Orders of the Day are called, it would be
comformable to the custom of this House
that occupying the position I hold I should
say a word or two in vegard to those
Senators who have gone to their long rest
since the last session of the House. Two
hon. members of this House have died since
you last met here together. I have myself
succeeded one of them, the Hon. Mr. Read.
I had very little personal acquaintance with
him. I am not quite sure that I methim
more than once in my life, and that was
within two or three years of his death. At
the same time, I know from repute that he
was highly thought of in his own locality,
and wherever else he was known, for the
sterling qualities which he possessed, and as
a politician he had a very large influence.
Other hon. gentlemen more familiar with
him than I am, and who met with him here
in the Senate, will be able to speak more
fully on the subject than I can. The death
of the other hon. member to whom I refer
—Sir David Macpherson—has occurred
within a very few days. He was a strong
politician too, and those whose politics were
the same as his own have special reasons for
regarding him very highly indeed. ButI
know something of him too; I knew
something of him in business; T knew
something of him socially, I knew some-
thing of him in other respects; likewise,
and I learned to form a very high opinion
of his ability. It was far beyond the aver-
age. His intellect was exceptionally clear ;
he was a very active man; and a very in-
fluential man in every matter in which he
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took part. He was a genial man likewise,
possessed of a very friendly disposition and
enjoyed doing a good turn for others.
During the latter years of his life he was an
invalid, and was obliged to spend most of
his time abroad. But Canada was his coun-
try by adoption, and it was the country of
his affection likewise. He came to Canada
in his youth, and it was here he acquired his
wealth and his honours. I take a special
interest in referring to him because such
was his feeling in regard to this country that
he gave his life for the purpose of visiting
once more his home here and his family.
Other hon. gentlemen will be able to say
more of him than 1 can. I should not bhave
done justice to my feelings without saying
this much in reference to the Hon. Sir
David Macpherson.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
painful duty which has been discharged by
the hon. gentleman who has just spoken, is
one which has devolved upon me every ses-
-sion since I have had the honour of a seat in
the Senate. It is a painful duty when we
have to refer to those with whom we have
been so intimately associated as I have been
for over half a century with one of the gen-
tlemen to whom reference has been made,
I mean the Hon. Robert Read. It was my
good fortune, as a young man, when he first
came to Canada, so long ago as 1836, to form
his acquaintance. At that period of life he
was all that the hon. leader of the House
has said in reference to his character. He
was one of those men who was always ready
and willing, as far as his means would per-
mit, to assist not only his own countrymen,
but everyone who came in contact with him
and who required assistance. I need scarcely
say to the gentlemen in this Senate who
have occupied seats here for a number of
years and have had the pleasure of his ac-
quaintance and association, that he was one
of those rare men whose word was his bond,
knowing no nationality or creed when
he was called upon to aid his fellow men.
He was strong and firm in his convictions
—just what the hon. gentleman has said,
one of those politicians who never swerved,
believing, as he did, that the policy of the
party with which he was allied was most
beneficial to the country. I think itisa
good trait in the character of the human
race that when those with whom we have
associated and whom we have learned to

respect pass away, no matter what their
individual opinions may have been politi-
cally or religiously, that we can speak of
them in terms such as we have heard
to-night. No man in Canada will miss the
Hon. Robert Read more than I shall. He
was a firm, consistent and devoted friend of
mine, personally and politically, and I think -
I can safely say it will be a long time before
I shall meet another in whom I can place
the same confidence and for whom I can
have greater respect. I was familiar with
his rise and progress in business and in his
social relations with the section of the
country where he lived ; and I know the
great influence which he possessed. It was
proved by the success which attended his
first entrance into public life, in 1862,
when he ran in the Quinté Division
for a seat in the Legislative Council.
At Confederation, as was well known
to those who were in public life at that
day and those acquainted with the history
of this country, there was an agreement
entered into that there should be in the Sen-
ate an equal division of seats between the two
parties. The Conservatives having then, as
they have now, a large majority in the Legis-
lative Council, Mr. Read placed his seat at
the disposal of the then leader of the party,
Sir John Macdonald, telling him that he
could select whom he pleased. All he wanted
to know was whether he was to be one of the
selected or to be left out. I remember,
when he went to visit Sir John Macdonald
at the time, he told him that if his seat in
the Senate was wanted, he would contest
one of the ridings in the County of Hastings;
Sir John MacdonaM thanked him for his
kind offer, and he at once announced himself
a candidate for East Hastings, which he
carried by six or seven hundred majority.
He had an influence the result of stern
integrity and a level head. He was a man
who was not only capable, but formed in-
dependent, opinions on all questions which
came before the country and took that side
which seemed to him to be in the interests
of Canada as a whole. Like Sir David
Macpherson, Canada was the home of his
adoption. An Englishman by birth and
Canadian by adoption, he was a British
subject under all circumstances. In
reference to Sir David Macpherson, I had
not the same personal acquaintance with him
that I had with the Hon. Robert Read, but
it was my good fortune to have sat in the
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c(;lunclls of this country with Sir David Mac-
Pherson for a number of years, and a more
a?fslt'iuous and honest administrator of the
& Alrg that came under his consideration
:e;t‘laixi sat at the Council Board. I can
f:i dy re-echo the sentiments of my hon.
m en fWho leads the House, that he was a
w:n (;’ broad, comprehensive intellect ; he
- Ea. evoted to the interests of his country,
thar rh a8 he kr}ew, and in so far as he believed
by e VIVas right in the course he was pur-
sam eg.' . °an assure those who had not the
the c;ntun_acy with him that I had, that at
ke Oﬁl.ncﬂ B(?ard it was very difficult to
beli 1m dev1?.te from a.point which he
eved to be right. He will be missed by
He Will be missed by his party, by
those Wizi advice was always valued, and
to regret, thWh'Om he acted will have cause
. Sge e loss which his death causes to
try 'I‘:'t:e, to his family and to his coun-
of o 13 the lot of all of us, and as many
adVa.nce!:I the Senate are tolerably well
vacant whm years our seats may be found
only b €D another year rolls on. I can
We);n . 011))2 that when we depart this life
frien d}i\l as well prepared for it as our old
r. Read was when he died.

esﬁ):,;,blvﬁ" MILLER —As one of the old-
and yot rs of this House—one of the small
at thy b}‘e?amlng of those who were here
duty ha 1?" of the Dominion—the sad
prossin 8 Irequently devolved on me of ex-
colleacrg régret at the loss of many esteemed
the é,ues In this Chamber ; but never in all
simi{a:rs that have since elapsed, on any
B t(flcl:ca.slon, have I felt more sincere
of Som D&n_ the announcement of the death
- avid Macpherson has caused me.
aS my privilege to enjoy the valued

friendshi
enatsxl'njg, ra:g confidence of the deceased

. Y many years, so that my op-
a‘;‘;‘;‘m;iles of fairly estima.t,ir;g his cha.r?;ctgr
ceptional, *and now that he is no

l;ﬁl(')e, itIi(si notin the language of unmeaning
to higsy beglrepo bear my humble testimony
public virtues and hig private worth.

ere never was a memb :
£ . member of this House
s;’)icﬁ(;?u Id eeéltertamed. a more sincere re-
ance, th n o0 an intimate acquaint-
Tndeed :l:l I felt for our lamented colleague.
inads © word respect, very feebly and
tert, duately expresses the feelings I en-
e tauu?d,. and  had good reasons for
Dtertaining, towards him,

A striking personality in every way—men-
tally as well as physically, the late Sir David
Macpherson possessed many sterling qualities
that attracted admiration and esteem.
A thorough patriot according -to his
lights, and above all an honest man, his in-
tegrity as a statesman, or as a private citizen,
requires no vindication from his friends. Be-
neath a reserved exterior, which was often at-
tributed to a lack of feeling by those who did
not know him well, he possessed a warm
heart, and the most generous impulses, under
the influence of which I have often seen him
exhibit the sensibility of a child. Honour-
able and straightforward in all his actions,
he scorned duplicity, and, a rare quality
among politicians, he never pretended to be,
either to friend or foe, what he was not.
As a party man, and ever an intrepid cham-
pion of his party’s cause, in whose behalf he
did yeoman’s work, he was always ready to
acknowledge the services of others, while
undervaluing his own; for unaffected modesty
was a very distinct trait of his character. I
am convinced no one could be animated by
less selfish motives than was the late Sir
David Macpherson throughout his whole
public career.  The high positions of
public trust which he held from time
to time came to him unsought, and I
believe were only accepted in obedience
to what he considered the dictates of
duty.

In all the walks of life—socially, politically,
and in relation to the industrial development
of Canada, our late colleague occupied a
high and prominent position among his
fellow citizens. His clear head, his prac-
tical common sense, his unquestioned recti-
tude, and unfailing steadfastness of purpose,
were crowned with the success they merited, -
and in a degree which few men achieve.
A more efficient and impartial presid-
ing officer never sat in the chair of the
Senate, and his princely hospitality while
he occupied that position—and indeed at
all other times—will not soon be forgot-
ten by those who shared it, and who
yet live to bear in sad but kindly recollec-
tion the genial and generous host of many
a festive scene. And in this connection, I
think I may safely say, that no Senator of
those days will fail to call to mind the esti-
mable lady whose genuine kindness and
unaffected amiability gave a charm to these
occasions, and endeared her to all who came
within the spell of their magical influence.
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‘When Sir David Macpherson, in failing
health, assumed the onerous duties of the
Interior Department, he took upon himself a
burden which only loyalty to his chief, and
a sense of public duty could induce him to
assume. Sir John Macdonald considered
that integrity and firmness were indis-
pensable qualifications in the incumbent
of that responsible position, and that Sir
David possessed those qualities in a remark-
able degree was not a matter of doubt. That
he applied himself faithfully and diligently !
to the work he had undertaken is beyond !
dispute, and that the guiding principles of
his administration of North-west affairs de-
served, if they did not achieve, success, l
cannot be fairly denied. He was not;
answerahle for the causes of the subsequent
troubles in the Territories, which were
inherited from others,and beyond his control.

It is well known, especially in the
old provinces of Canada, that Sir David
Macpherson was one of the earliest pioneers
in the industrial development of this country.
The evidences of his energy and businessé
capacity are numerous in the great pro-|
vince which was his adopted home. The
public works, with whose construction he
was connected, all contributed vastly to the
amelioration of the condition of the people,
and the general prosperity of the country.
It is almost impossible to realize to-day how
much of that prosperity is due to the fore-
sight and enterprise of such men as the late
Sir David Macpherson and his associates.
But they have left their mark on this fair
land, which time can only slowly efface, if
indeed it can ever obliterate.

As T recall the great changes that have
taken place in this Senate since the inaugura-
ation of confederation—how few of those re-
main who occupied seats in this chamber in
the first Parliament of the Dominion—it is
not strange, that the thoughts of other days,
the reminiscences of by-gone years, the recol-
lections of so many esteemed colleagues who
have * gone to that bourne whence no travel-
ler returns,” it is not strange, I repeat,
that these thoughts should crowd thick
and fast upon my memory. I do not
yet feel exactly ‘like one who treads alone
some banquet hall deserted,” but often as I
pace the halls of this Senate, I cannot fail
to remember the many ornaments of the]
public life of Canada who have filled these
seats, and who, one after another, have
dropped into the silence of the tomb. Our,

i

lamented colleague, the late Sir David Mac-
pherson, is the last to join the sad proces-
sion, but he was not the least conspicuous
or respected, alike for his qualities of head
and heart, among the distinguished men
who gave weight and dignity to this body,
and wisdom to its deliberations. The death
of such a man can only be regarded
as a national loss. That noble pre-
sence, that honest face, that fine, old
manly form, will never again grace this
chamber ; but it will be long, indeed, before
those of us who knew him and had learned
to correctly appreciate him, will forget the
warmth of his heart, or the truthfulness of
his character ; his fidelity to his friends and
his unselfish devotion to the interests of his
adopted country. He has left a heritage to
his family far more precious than his wordly
goods, and of which they may well feel proud.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN—I almost hesitate,
after what has been so well said by the leader

lof the House inreference tothe late Sir David

Macpherson and the very eloquent tribute
which has been paid to his memory by my hon.
friend opposite, to take up the time of this

‘House by saying even a few words, but

having enjoyed for so many long years the
personal intimacy and, I may say, very
strong friendship of Sir David, I feel as
if I could not .allow this occasion to
pass without saying a few words in reference
to him. One of the most marked features in
Sir David’s career, as a public man, was the
entire absence in his case of any inducement
to enter political life for mere personal gain
or advantage, and I believe that no man ever
did enter political life with higher motives or
more sincere desire, not to further merely the
interests of a party, but to serve the interests
of his country. Throughout the whole of his
career he showed that he was ever guided
by a strong sense of public duty and the
responsibilities of office. When he was

| Speaker of this House, I am sure few will

forget the dignity and impartiality with
which he presided, or, as has been alluded
to already, the generous hospitality which
he exercised; but I have always felt that
when Sir David passed from the Chair of this
House and afterwards became Minister of
the Interior, to a certain extent he might
then be said tohavereally sacrificed his life for
his country. Whatever may have been the
opinion with regard to the management of
that department by Sir David Macpherson,
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:0 lman can der}y to him the most intense
tm Sincere desire to carry out and adminis-
er the affairs of that great territory with
which he was charged with the most thorough
Impartiality, and with one view, namely, to
Eé‘&tlect the public interest and promote the
and ;}menh and. development of .the gountry,
- really bgheve that the strain which then
the 3 upon him, the necessity he felt that all
andl uties of the office should be thoroughly
the .Il)ll‘operly fulfilled, laid the foundation of
ot il t?ess to which after many yearshe has
Sir ars) succumbed. Few persons could know
o] avid Intimately without being exceed-
anod yt hlmpreSSed with his sound judgment
¢ e care and deliberation with which he
approached any subject before arriving at a
Ozzlsolgr}l- In him the country has lost
one of ter soundest advisers, and this House
o Of the most useful members, to whose
T}leOII’lS f\fe all looked up with respect.
a.ﬂ':ct' remier has alluded to Sir David’s
thes g)_n %r hl‘i’ country. There is no doubt
wik v David’sengrossing idea, his strong
lved WaSI to return to Ca.{lada. while .he yet
by o t was not given to him to
Shor;s . 1s wish fulfilled or see these
o .2gain. On the voyage he passed
On(yhm Peace to another home—a better

€ than this—but T am quite sure that his

memory will aj i i
in the ygreat :s gvays be held in this country

bure statesman
welfare and the

heart, interests of his country at

Hon. Mr. MacINNES

cannot refrain from sa

€xpress my sympathy and sorrow on the
nf:til of Sir David Macpherson. It was
e ft,l‘(?Oddfo?tune to have the advantage of
able 1en‘ ship for many years. The honour-
b bse:n\.tors who have preceded me have
o igut}}'ltt-le for me to add. All that T can
Wér(i . 1s : that T cordially endorse every

at has been said. He has left behind

him a stainle
88 name and a hi
those who come after e high example to

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW__

: ; czn;udered presumptuous on my part to
. li 2 ew words respecting Sir David Mac-
P tg. I prqbablx knew him longer than
cazx ;)t er man in this Chamber. When he
o derko t;l_ns country he was first employed as
et l\l'slth myself in the large forwarding
1shment of Macpherson, Crane & Co.

(Burlington).—1I
ying a few words to

respect as an upright and |
» who had thoroughly the:

I hope it may not |

By his perseverance he became a partner in
that concern and managed the business until
misfortune overtook the concern by the con-
struction of the Grand Trunk Railway. Then
he went into railway construction. I may
say, from personal knowledge of Sir David,
that he was a man who was eminently quali-
fied to perform any duties which he under-
took. As you all know, the firm of Crane
and Company at one time did a very large
business, which Sir David managed to the
entire satisfaction of the members of the firm
and the country at large. I know it was
with great reluctance that he was obliged to
abandon the operations of the forwarding
company to enter into the construction of
the road of which you have heard so much.
His disposition was, as has been described
by the hon. member from Richmond, genial
in every way. He had the confidence of his
employers and the success of the undertaking
of that great firm to a great extent was due
to the manner in which he discharged his
duties as a junior partner. Being, as I said
before, a clerk with him for many years, 1
knew him intimately, travelling with him
from one end of the country to the other in
the winter season, and I had a personal
knowledge of his character and his business
qualifications.

Hon. Mr. POWER-—It has been custom-
ary on occasions like this that the House
should content itself with hearing from the
leader of the House and the leader of the
Opposition ; but that practice has been de-
parted from on the present occasion, and I
think with propriety ; and as it has been
departed from, perhaps the House will par-
don me if T add a few words to what has
been said. When I came into the Senate
in 1877, there were hardly any more con-
spicuous figures in this House than the two
Senators whose death we now deplore. The
Hon. Robert Read, generally known as the
hon. gentleman from Quinté, sat where the
hon. member from Calgary sits now. His
voice was a very sonorous one, and was
heard very distinctly and to very great pur-
pose in this chamber. Hon. gentlemen who
knew Mr. Read only during the last few
years can form no conception of his vigour
and energy in early days. The hon. gentle-
man claimed—and I believe with a good
deal of foundation—to be the man who
initiated the National Policy in this country ;
he was the first, at any rate, to bring that
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policy before parliament. He was a very
vigorous and energetic enemy, but there was
no poison on his sword, and when the fight
was over he was ready to be friendly and
shake hands with his opponent. I can-
not help recalling one instance which
indicates that characteristic, the generosity
which a really courageous man generally
exhibits. On one occasion an attack was
made upon a gentleman in this House,
which the hon. gentleman from Quinté
thought was not called for. He differed
in politics from that gentleman, but Mr.
Read stood up and defended in the most
energetic and vigorous way his political
opponent. I was very much impressed by it
at the time. I never forgot it and I have
thought it worth mentioning as illustrating
his character. Most of you, hon. gentlemen,
knew him, and you know that as far as his
abilities went—and they were very consider-
able—he did his duty as a senator and as a
Canadian in a most thorough way. I only
hope that we may have in the future many
gentlemen who will do their duaty as well.
Sir David Macpherson, when I came here,
was, as everybody knows, a very conspicu-
ous member of this House. At that time I
was looked upon as being not very much
more than a boy, and I stood in some awe
of Sir David and got the impression that he
was rather severe and austere to those who
did not sympathize with him in politics ;
but I learned afterwards that that was
really not the case, and that underneath his
somewhat austere manner in the House, a
very kindly heart was concealed ; and when
he came to be Speaker of the House, he
made no distinction between the members
of the two parties inside this House or out
of it. The members of both parties were
treated in the same way. Those two gentle-
men who have gone, I trust, to their reward,
were men of whom Canada has every reason
to be proud and may be regarded as model
citizens. We here are only doing our duty
in emphasizing our sense of the loss which
the country has sustained by their de-
parture.

Hon. Sir OLIVER MOWAT—TI think it
is the desire of the House not to proceed
with the orders of the day this evening, and
I therefore move the adjournment of the
House.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—I would suggest to
my hon. friend to amend the motion and

move that the House do now adjourn out of
respect to the memory of those two departed
senators.

Hon. Sir OLIVER MOWAT—I have no
objection.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Does the hon. leader of the House accept the
suggestion of the hon. gentleman from Rich-
mond ¢ If the motion is put in that way, I
shall refrain from bringing under the notice
of the House a matter that I intended to
mention. If it is a mere motion for adjourn-
ment, then I shall take advantage of it to
call the attention of the lead r of the House
to a subject which I consider deserves
attention.

Hon. Sir OLIVER MOWAT-—I have
accepted the suggestion that we should
adjourn out of respect for the memory of
the two deceased senators.

The motion was agreed te.

The Senate then adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Wednesday, 26th August, 1896.

Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
A QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

Hon, Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.—
Before the orders of the day are proceedad
with, I desire to call the attention of the
leader of the House to one or two state-
ments made by one of his colleagues, the
Hon. Mr. Blair, Minister of Railways and
Canals, during the contest which has besn
proceeding in the county of Sunbury, N.B.
I do so because I think the utterances re-
flect upon the honour of this House and its
members, and therefore should not only
be noticed by the members, but should
be resented, if I may use that strong ex-
pression, by the government of which that
gentleman is a member. I rise more par-
ticularly to ask my hon. friend who lesds
this House whether he, as the Minister of
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J ust.ice of this cou
Possibility,
seats in the

ntry, was, or could, by any
be a party to the trafficking in
ba Senat:e. That the House may
o :'fl}(l)_rehfully put in possession of the point
the ich I refer, I will read one or two of
o .;axt,ra.cts which I find in a report in the

at’y Telegraph, the organ of the Liberal
f”‘f"’y. In New Brunswick. Mr. Blair, in
tﬁ :!é‘lrll)g to the position which he holds in
o abinet and also to the fact that he had

& constituency, used this language :

E\’hat Mr. Kin,
and entirely trye
decldeglly azerse to
Mcr. King should v
tive f.or these unit,
ose his valuable g

arliament of
was, as he h

g has said to you is absolutely

agreeing to any proposition that
acate his seat as the representa-
ed counties, and that we should
ervices as a representative in the
o tl'm.((l{a,. My own individual desire
a3 stated, to have made a tem r
arra : b porary
min: %:;:ent for a seat in the Senate. A friend of
to have OPerfectly willing, there being no vacancy,
Upper ¢ l?;;(llm me, so to speak, his seat in the
the unimp er for the short, and, as I thiuk,

ortant session now ensuaing.

segg;, Js it possible that there is any
tratfio 1n ;lh this House who is willing to
holds her at manner with the seat that he
ment. © Or 18 it possible that any govern-
the conseca:lse 1t could not be done without
goverams nt of the Premier and of the
e Willinnt of which he forms a part—
loaning ofg %o make an arrapgement for the
stituens cﬂ' S(l%at in the Senate until a con-
memberz OIu C}lx be obtained for one of its
names oif Y ave looked over the list of
chamber £ 0¢ who have seats in this
Wick andrfm the province of New Bruns-
singlg o cannot place my finger upon a

elieve o elgmong those gentlemen who, I
and the r°‘1 so far forget his own position
own die .?PeCt due to this House and his
cousent?t, ¥, 88 to make a proposition, or to
to loan hi any overture being made to him,

18 ;23;: for a short time in order to

assis in i
y zht::-,e e ¥ in its exigency. I freely
that the T 0 not think for a moment
awaro s on. Minister of Justice was
Proposit,ioan}]; such agreement or any such
B oposit 0 being made. I cannot conceive
possi le that he would be a party to any
gg{)cs&an of that kind. If he were not a
part gon hl.t, then Mr. Blair must have taken
that 1mself to borrow g seat, expecting
imselfl?; colleagues would be as ready as
the Sar OIcaf.irry out the arrangement. In
spocch rani nd in the report of another
ok made on the 20th of the present
that Mr. Blair used this language :

- I was, and continued to be,"

It was held that he could not get a seat from
the Conservative party and must of necessity turn
to the Liberals. As a matter of fact he was not in
such dilemma. There was no such staunch feel-
ing of loyalty to the defunct party as they would
try to make out. The reason he had not got
a seat elsewhere was that he felt there was such a
thing as getting too high a price. He felt that it
behooved the Liberal party to see that the Senate
was not filled up with men whose views did not
agree with those of the Liberal party.

To the latter part of that statement I take
no objection, nor do I suppose that the
party in power would, in the selection of
members to fill vacancies which may have
occurred, select gentlemen holding views
different from those which they entertain
and advocate; but from this particular state-
ment you can draw only one deduction—
some member of the Conservative party,
holding a seat in the Lower House, must
have been approached. If he were not
approached, then Mr. Blair could not have
known what price he demanded. Whether
that be correct or not, I pass no opinion.
I am only drawing the deductions which
must be drawn from the utterances of this
minister of the Crown, that he could have
obtained a seat had he been prepared to give
sufficient for it. Whether that was a pecun-
iary reward or whether it was a seat in this
House I do not venture to offer an opinion.
The ministers, in their negotiations with
these gentlemen, if such negotiations were
ever conducted, must know what the inward
workings were, and what the demand was,
and whether they were able to pay the price
or not. What I desire to impress upon the
minds of the leader of this House and his
colleagues, and also on the members in the
House, is, that the trafficking in seats, in the
manner in which Mr. Blair declares that he
has been trafficking, is an insult to every
member of the House and to the whole
Dominion. I do not wish it to be under-
stood, hon. gentlemen, that I cast that re-
flection upon any member of the Commons
who, belonging to a successful party, resigns
his seat to give an opportunity to the
government of the day to elect one of its
memoers. There is a party fealty which
should always exist between the supporters
of the party and the government, and I
have a feeling of pride when I see a man
who, like my hon. friend who sits before me,
enter Parliament the same year that I did,
and has been working steadily in the in-
terests of his party for about twenty-nine
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or thirty years, was willing to make a sacri- ,‘ which he refers. I know nothing
fice when it was deemed necessary in the of any negotiations between iy friend Mr.
interests of his party. I commend a man: Blair and anybody else, either a member of
who would do that, but if a bargain be made | this House or a member of the other House.
by which, as Mr. Blair says, the price paid!At the same time, from what I know of Mr.
is enormously high and that too when heiBlair and what I have always understood
goes to try and invade the fortress of his!about him, I am quite sure that he has done
enemies, another party, then it becomes nothing whatever that is inconsistent with
venal in its character. I think my hon. | the duties, the honour of a member of the
friend who smiles at my remark, will agree|government, or of a private gentleman.
with me that it is a much more im- The hon. gentleman has quoted some expres-
portant matter to sustain the dignity sions from a speeck as reported in a news-
of the Senate, particularly after what paper. He seems greatly displeased with
has been said abroad in reference to the:the expression of ‘“loaning, so to speak,” a
members of this House, than under any seat in this House. With regard to that
other circumstances. If my recollection 1 matter, and the other matter read from
serves me right, I read some little time ago another newspaper, this is to be observed
an interview which had taken place between | nothing took place. Whatever may have
the hon. leader of the House and some news- | occurred as stated, according to the hon.
paper reporter, or in a letter written by the | member, in the newspaper extract, was
Minister of Justice to his leader, that among | merely a matter of talk, nothing more. If
other things it would be one of the duties— | we have to consider anything at all, it is
I do not know if it was to be the first duty | mere conversation, which may have heen
—of this government to reform the of the most casual description. Whether it
Senate. I dare say using the word literally, | would be wrong for a member of this House
away from the political meaning of the!to resign in order that a minister of the
word, that most of us would not be harmed | Crown may get his seat, I do not think there
by a little reformation, but if the govern-ican be much doubt. I fancy it would be a
ment is to begin a reformation, politically | very proper thing, which nobody would dis-
or otherwise, or in the constitution establish- : pute, that a member of this House, who
ing the Senate, or in those who are to form | thought it of importance a minister of
the body hereafter, I advise him in all sincer- | the Crown without a seat should have a

ity to begin within his own household, with
the members with whom he has to associate
every day and with whom he has to consult
in the forming of a policy for the Govern-
ment of Canada. He has plenty of room,

seat, should resign his own seat in this House
or the other House in order to give the minis-
ter a seat. He might do that without any
expectation of being re-elected at any future

| time, or being reappointed to this House at

plenty of missionary work about that round jany future time, or he might do it ex-

table at which the hon.
present has the bonour of having a seat.
should like to know, having said this much
and having called the attention of the House

to these utterances of one of the most|render anything of the kind improper.

gentleman at| pecting that he would be restored to his
I, former seat on its becoming vacant, and I

am not aware that there is any principle of
law or any principle of ethics which would
It

prominent ministers of the Crown, whether 1 may be of great interest to the country that
the policy which has been announced by Mr. |a minister should get an immediate seat,
Blair is the policy of the g vernment, and ! and it might happen that there would be
whether they are aware and were a party to ! no other way of his getting it unless some-
the negotiations which took place between 1 body resigned for him. Such arrangements

the gentleman to whom he referred and Mr.
Blair himself. When we have his answer
we will be in a better position to deal more
fully with this important subject.

Hon. Sir OLIVER MOWAT-.1 think
the House will agree with me that my hon.
friend is making a mountain out of a mole-
hill. I know nothing of the transactions to

arenot uncommon in the other chamber ; and
if it is reasonable and proper and a well un-
derstood thing in the other House, I do nct
see that it is unreasonable or improper that a
similar transaction should occur in this House.
I am quite sure, if there was any talk about
it, it would notin any sense be objectionable
as a matter of ethics, or as a matter of con-
stitutional usage. Then my hon. friend re-
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ferred. to an extract in another newspaper, | I thought that an honourable man could
in Wl.uch Mr. Blair is reported to have said | not accept it without its being offered in an
be might have got a seat in the other House | honourable manner.

g he was willing to pay enough for it. I

aresay one might say that with truth. In
any large body it is quite possible that there
1S someone that money or some thing would
tempt, but Mr. Blair's saying what is stated
if he did say it, does not amount to much.
He made no offer—it is not pretended that
he made any offer, or ever intended to make
any offer, of a pecuniary kind or of any other
kind in order to get aseat. It does not do,
as my hon. friend knows very well, to critical-
.Y eXamine every word that a public speaker
IS reported to have used on any particular
occasion. It would embarrass us very much
if we were to attempt to draw logical conclu-
sions from such reports, as if every word were
Properly reported and carefully considered.
Mr. ‘Blair has been too long in public life,
and 1s too well known in public life, for the
h'ouse to doubt that there is any action of
18 that is not strictly honourable and that
would not bear the closest investigation.
. Hon, Mr. BECHARD -I am perhaps
Justified in believing that my hon. friend
OPPosite has referred to me in speak-
ng of his hon. friend on this side of the
is oqiz::?id saying that a man in my position
ceivJe t;l ed In “making sacrifices to re-
infor © position of senator. I wish to
M my hon, friend and this House that
R ea"e not made the least sacrifice to receive
oﬂer};?islttlon of senator. The position was
over o é) me without any condition whatso-
oo cél fbe/fore accepting it I received as-
souln nst drom parties whose sincerity I
than, o 0 ou'bt:3 that it had been for more
Ministey ear the intention of the present First
them t{l, Which he had communicated to
o p(;we :lth if he ever reached the summit
the Senate ¢ would offer me a position in
surance that It was after receiving the as-
o lons tima such had been his intention for
honour of e that I (decided to accept the
no sacrif a position in this House. I made
to ce and I would not have made any
secure that position. I told my con-

22.2?”3“ that if the position had been
ed to me on condition that I should
make room in

the House of Commons
f’(:arr solmebody else, I should have ecried
thoy houdly “00,” and I added that al-
o ugh 1T copsxdered the position of

nator as being dignified and elevated,

THE ADDRESS.
MOTION.
Hon Mr. POWER moved :

That the following Address be presented to His
Excellency 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 His Excellency the Right Honourable Sir
John Campbell Hamilton-Gordon, Earl of Aber-
deen ; Viscount Formartine, Baron Haddo, Meth-
lic, Tarves and Kellie, in the Peerage of Scotland;
Viscount Gordon of Aberdeen, County of Aber-
deen, in the Peerage of the United Kingdom ; Bar-
onet of Nova Scotia ; (Governor General of Canada.
MAY 1T PLEASE YOUR EXCELLENCY ;—

We, Her Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal sub-
jects, the Senate of Canada in Parliament as-
sembled, beg leave to ofter our humble thanks-to
Your Excellency for the gracious Speech which

Your Excellency has addressed to both Houses of
Parliament.

He said: I can hardly plead that I am
unaccustomed to public speaking, or unac-
customed to speaking in the Senate, but at
the same time I feel considerably embarrass-
ed in rising to-day. I am speaking in an
unaccustomed place. I have for the last
seventeen sessions been speaking on the
other side of the House, and trying to
find fault (not unreasonably, I hope) with
the speeches made by previous govern-
ments and placed in the hands of His
Excellency the Governor General. At
the same time, although I have changed
my place, I find that I am still in a minor-
ity. There is that difference between the
change of governmert as it affects the Sen-
ate and as it affects the House of Commons.
Although I might prefer that, as in the
other chamber, my friends were in a major-
ity here, still, as a member of this House, I
feel a sort of compensating satisfaction in
being able to look around me, and see the
old familiar faces that I have seen in the
past. I regret to see that the hon. gentle-
man from Monck, who was directly in front
of me, has got to one side so that I cannot
conveniently see him, but I notice the smiling
face of the leader of the Opposition just in
the same relative position that it was in last
year when he sat on this side of the House.
I shall take up the Speech from the Throne,
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and deal with it as briefly as practicable.
The first paragraph of the Speech says:

The necessity of making provision for the public
service has compelled me to summon you together
at this somewhat inconvenient season.

I may say that while the season is not the
most convenient, it is a more converient
season than the one indicated by the original
proclamation which summoned Parliament
to meet on the 16th July. We should have
suffered a good deal more from heat and other
discomforts if we had met at that time than
we are likely to suffer now. The weather is
getting cool, and Ottawa is a much pleasanter
place to live in, and the temperature in the
building is much more agreeable to work in.
This paragraph tells us that we are sum-
moned on account of the necessity of making
provision for the public service. The ques-
tion naturally suggests itself ¢ why wasnot
provision made for the public service
before ?”

Hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I thought I should
find a number of hon. gentlemen prepared
to ask that question and to sympathize with
me, Well, hon. gentiemen, the reasons are
plain enough to be seen. 1In the first place,
during last session the time of parliament
which would under ordinary circumstances
have been occupied in dealing with the es-
timates and making provision for the public
service, was devoted to the consideration of
the Remedial Bill. The late government
introduced that measure, and the discussion
upon it continued up to about, I think, a
week before the death of the last par-
liament, and consequently there was no time
to consider the estimates. That is one rea-
son. Another reason why there has been
no opportunity to consider the estimates be-
fore the 1st July, is that the late govern-
ment, when they dissolved parliament, post-
poned the elections to a late date. The gov-
ernment might have had the elections
earlier, and parliament might have been sum-
moned for some time in the month of June,
so that the estimates for the present year
might have been considered and disposed of.
That is an additional reason why we are
called here now; and, as hon. gentlemen
know, as a matter of fact, the late govern-
ment resigned office at such a date that it
was practically impossible that parliament

should meet and deal with the estimates.
The late government resigned somewhere
about the 8th or 9th July, and if Parliament
had met, as the original proclamation
provided, on the 16th July, it would
have been necessary that parliament
should adjourn in order to enable the new
ministers to go to their elections, and we
should not have got back here very much
earlier than we have actually come. So
that the reasons, whether they are satisfac-
tory or not, are substantial reasons why
parliament has not up to the present time
made provision for the public service. Then,
hon. gentlemen, I dare say there are some
of you who think that there is another rea-
son, and I know it has been stated in the
press and by the speakers of the Conserva-
tive party, that there was something quite
abandoned and unparliamentary and reck-
less in the conduct of the Liberal
members in parliament, because they
did not vote the estimates en bloc at the
close of last session. Itis worth while, on
a question of such importance, citing two or
three authorities upon that point. The true
constitutional parliamentary doctrine is
that when a dissolution is about taking place,
Parliament does not vote supplies for the
whole year. The practice in England, and
the true constitutional practice, is that par-
liament shall vote supplies sufficient to carry
the country over the time of the general
elections and not supplies for the whole
year. On that point I may refer to one or
two authorities. If hon. gentlemen will
refer to Todd’s Parliamentary Government
in the Colonies, page 788, they will find the
doctrine laid down there. I do not quote
from that, but I quote from the first volume
of his Parliamentary Government in Eng-
land, because Todd lays down the same doc-
trine in the two works. I quote from page
758 of the first volume of Todd’s Parlia-
mentary Government in England :

When parliament is about to be dissolved upon
& ministerial crisis, it is obviously improper to
call upon the House of Commons to vote either the
full amount or all the details of the proposed
estimates and so commit the country to the finan-
cial policy of ministers whose fate is about to be
determined by a general election. The duty of
finally deciding on these estimates should be re-
served for the new House of Commons. Mean-
while, the supply of credit should be restricted to
such an amount as may be absolutely required for
the public service until the reassembliug of parlia-
ment, and the vote on account should not be

regarded as in any degree pledging the House to
an approval of the entire estimates.
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pa;eaggi ?uote from the second volume, at

It is customa,

dissolved, whe ry when parliament is about to be

o 880 Whether upon the occurrence of a min-
ﬁ\t:r;}as:lmfs or for any other reason, to restrict
defray the i° d_ﬂupphes to an_amount sufficient to
service 4 ,;1 1spensable requirementss of the public

until the new parliament can be asserbled.

EnAlrilthHr. Todd cites there a debate in the
18 6g8 8 \ ouse of Commons in the session of
the | where the question was discussed and
o Principle recognized, that the proper
ourse is to vote only sufficient supplies to

carry the country over the general election.
The same

at, 5 doctrine will be found
of Mpa-ge 020. of the Tenth Edition
ay's Parllamentary Practice. Now,

hon. gentlemen, I think that in the
Present case it wa,

: 8 the more important that
gﬁzha‘;llent should not vote the supplies for
ment?v ole year, and that the new parlia-

should be summoned to deal with the

estimates, because the government which

appealed to the country on the 23rd June
ast, was not th,

appealed to the e government which had

electors for their support
and had received . pp
might be contendh&t support in 1891. It

. ed that the government
lrz‘intylegui) John Abbott and the govern-
governme Y Sir John Thompson and the
now 1 ea,dsl::}illed by t:h.e hon. gentleman who
the ident; el Opposition in this House, if not
electors 3“' government in which the
was at | ad reposed their confidence in 1891,
cessor o ;iﬁlt the legitimate and regular suc-
place | at government ; but a crisis took

ont] D the course of last session, as hon.
gentlemen well remember, and & new gov-

e >
OE“T:::ZVS&_S constituted just after the close
WS in me Slon, and that new government

. Sense identical with the minist
w
mg:fyl’x 2:?8 governed this country for :Z»
that a.z leas;, tOn the contrary, we found
ment who hree members of that govern-
lowers of :’}? been the most faithful fol-
the hon © previous First Minister,
OPPOSitio;l 'gentl.e man  who leads the
from the n !0 this House, were excluded
governm €W government. It was a new
was OldEnlt; and a new policy. The leader
: 0ut he wag, jn another sense

new, and con
T why s}e;guenﬂy there was the more

iy 18 government, which had
S}*::s;‘dhad the confidence of the country,
s Oant be allov?ed to dispose of the vast
om0 noney which are dealt with by the

al estimates of Canada. I think, hon.

gentlemen, there are perfectly good and
valid reasons why we are called together here
now. There is another matter which natu-
rally suggests itself in dealing with this
particular paragraph of the speech. The
new government coming in, found that they
could not, with any regard to the convenience
of parliament or the country, pass the esti-
mates immediately, and then there were
large numbers of public servants whose
wages and salaries had to be paid; and it
may be truly said that the business of many
places, and more particularly the business of
the city of Ottawa, depended very largely
upon the prompt and regular payment of
wages and salaries to the government em-
ployés. What course was the government
to take? Was the government to allow
these employés to remain unpaid, or was it
to take some steps to pay them? I think
the government took a perfectly proper
course. They obtained from the Governor
General his warrant to pay the regular em-
ployés of the government at Ottawa and
throughout the country. I think their con-
duct was perfectly proper and warranted.
On this point of the Governor General’s
warrant, I do not wish to detain the House,
but I propose to refer to the law on the
subject, which is to be found in the Revised
Statutes of Canada, chap. 29, sec. 32. I
just quote from Beurinot at page 579 :

Special warrants may issue, when parliament is
not in session and any expenditure not foreseen or
provided for by parliament is urgently and imme-
diately required for the public good ; and a state-
ment of all such warrants is laid before the House
not later than the third day of the next session.

Now, hon. gentlemen, these expenditures
were not provided for by parliament and
they were urgently and immediately re-
quired for the public good.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
What is the statute !

Hon. Mr. POWER—TIt is chapter 29 of
the Revised Statute, section 32. The object
of that section was to emable the govern-
ment to make provision for unexpected
cases. The statute says that “if a public
work is in absolute need of repair, &e.”
These Governor General’'s warrants have
been used in the past for all sorts of
purposes. They have been used by the Con-
servative party for the purpose of paying for
new works, of doing things which bave not
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been authorized by parliament at all, and
large sums have been expended for purposes
as to which parliament had never pro-
nounced an opinion. The present case is
different altogether. The money has been
spent solely for the purpose of paying the
public servants. That is a duty which had
to be performed. There was no question
but that those servants had to be paid, and
the fact that the money was not there to
pay them was a totally unforeseen and un-
provided for circumstance. There is
this circumstance which may be added. I
do not profess to be very much of a lawyer,
but the hon. Minister of Justice is in. front
of me and will be able to decide whether or
not my law is sound. My impression is
this, that in the great majority of cases
these public servants were in a position to
bring suits for their salaries or wages, as
the case may be, if not paid.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON, P. E.I.—Hear,
hear.

Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. gentleman
says “hear, hear.” Does he think that the
government should have waited until those
public servants brought suit before paying
them? The common sense of every hon.
member of this House and the common sense
of the country most emphatically approve of
the conduct of the government in having is-
sued those warrants for the purpose for which
they were issued. If hon. gentlemen wish
to learn something of warrants issued for
other purposes—for purposes which were
not justifiable at all, then let them read the
debates which took place in the other House
in the sessions of 1887 and 1891. They
will find that millions of dollars were spent,
the expenditure of large portions of which
had never been authorized by parliament at
all, and those large sums were spent on the
eve of elections and spent in such a way as
to leave the almost positive inference that
they were used for the purpose of influen-
cing the elections. That is the kind of Gov-
ernor General’s warrant which was objected
to, and that is the kind of Governor Gen-
eral’s warrant which was issued under the
late administration. Why, the hon. gentle-
men issued several warrants between the
time parliament was prorogued in April
last and the 23rd of June. The next para-
graph of the speech is:

Under these circumstances and in view of the
fact that you will be required to re-assemble early

in the ensuing year, it does not appear expedient
to invite yourattention to any measures beyond the
passage of supplies.

I think, again, any hon. gentleman who
simply exercised his common sense, and the
average wayfaring man outside of parlia-
ment, would say that paragraph was a
matter of course. The government have
hardly got comfortably seated in their
places, and it is unreasonable to expezt that
they should have measures prepared for the
consideration of parliament. It is a very
remarkable circumstance, that gentlemen
who have sat, not only in parliament, but
in governments, seem to think that the
new government should have come down
this session with a long programme of
important measures to be submitted to
parliament, and above all, that they should
have brought in a complete measure of tariff
—1 should say reform, perhaps hon. gentle-
men on the other side will call it some-
thing else—but that they should havebrought
in a completely new tariff, and that they
should have produced, almost as if by magic,
a complete, final and satisfactory adjust-
ment of the Manitoba school question. One
can hardly believe that these gentlemen are
serious in the attitude that they assume.
Some newspapers, I see, take somewhat the
same ground. The late government under-
took to reform their tariff, and did they do
it in the space of a month? Not at all.
The then Minister of Finance announced
in the session of 1893, in a semi-official way,
that the tariff was to be revised and the
mouldering branches lopped off. The mat-
ter was placed in the hands of the Minister
of Finance, the Minister of Trade and Com-
merce and the two Controllers. These
gentlemen acted in a very proper way, and
went about the country collecting informa-
tion as to the manner in which the tariff
was to be reformed. It took at least a year
before the late government got to the first
step, of introducing a measure. The hon.
gentleman, I suppose, could hardly help
smiling when he found, after all
that preliminary work, after all that
painstaking and valuable work in which he
took so important a part himself, when the
session of 1894 was over, that the tariff was
not reformed at all. It was practically the
same old tariff, a little worse in some places
and a little better in others. The statistics
gathered since then show that, as far as it
was aburden on the consumers of thecountry,
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€Xt paragraph of the speech says :

jecthf;fogz::ﬁkin-of the tariff will be made the sub-
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authority,
gentleman
Finarnce,
delivered

-

the people by the tariff ;|
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hon. gentleman to the page in Hansard, but
I have the official pamphlet containing the
Budget Speech of the Hon. Geo. Foster,
| D.C.L., M.P., Minister of Finance, delivered
on the 27th March, 1894, in the House of
Commons. At page 11 T find the following :

| If there is to be a protective system at all, every-
body knows that it must be higher in its inception
than as the years gradually pass, when industries
have become established, and when the indnstrial
development of the country grows apace. If a
high degree of protection is necessary at any time,
it is necessary in the initial ycars of a policy which
adopts the principle of protection as its basis.

And then be goes on to show that that
stage is passed. I now propose to quote a
few lines from page 18 of the same pamphlet.
This is the principal quotation—it lays
down the whole doctrine :

Now, sir, there have been many changes since
1879%. Since the inception of the National Policy,
fourteen years have yone by,  Changes have taken
place in the business conditions of this country
itself, changes in the value of raw material and of
manunfactured products, changes which, so far as
the ad valorem equivalents of duties are concerned,
have made a very great difference as to the nature
and rates - f imposts between those times and the
present day. Theindustries of this conntry have,
wany of them, well established themselves.  The
ramount of protection which they nceded hetore,

i they do not need to so great a degree to-day ; and
! for some years an opinion has been gaining ground
among the people that the time for a revision has
come, an opinion which was recognized by the
[ government when they said to parliament last
year that the time had come for a complete re-

|

in favour of a exumination of the whole matter of our tariff

"arrangements, in order that the anomalies existing
might be done away with, and that the taviff might
{be brought level with the existing circumstances
jand changed conditions of business, not only in
“('zmudu, but in foreign countries, at the present
lday. Those changes have taken place, and those
changes have been recognized.

i

do not think the hon.

‘1\ can ral

gentleman
se any question as to my authority
for thinking that the tariff needs change.
I shall read just one more very short
(extract, where the Minister of Finance
having meanwhile dined and come back
fortitied, after having weighed T presume
i what he had said before dinner, says:

|

When the House rose at six o'clock T was saying
{that in the tariff vevision it has been the aim of
i the government, while seeing that industries are
‘1'eusunably protected in this country, to also see
i that the rights of the consumers are carefully
| looked after, and that all classes and all conditions
“of the people shall have fair consideration in the
arrangement of the tariff.
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Before this speech was delivered, that ' ferent classes of the community in the places
perambulation, to which I have referred, all i which they visited have been preserved an
over the country had taken place; and T!will be usetul in any inquiry which the
must say that I think that the line of, present government may think it desirable
conduct adopted by thie gentlemen who con- | to make.
ducted it wasa very proper and becoming one. |
They went through the different provinces| Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
of the country, through the trade centres, That is if they are in the possession of the

and some of the smaller places. They put
themselves into communication with the im-
porters, manufacturers, retail dealers and,
in fact, with almost all classes.
the farming community and the body of
consumers generally did not present . them-

selves in as large numbers in proportion to !
the share which they formed of the popu--
lation as the others did, but that was only
Any one who had anything
to say with respect to the operation of the

to be expected.

tariff in the different places which these

hon. gentlemen visited, had an opportunity !

to say it : every one was courteously received,
and I presume that what he said received
consideration afterwards; and you can
see, from the tone of the speech of the Min-
ister of ¥inance, that it was the intention
of the governmment to act, to a reasonable

Naturally

rgovernment party. They were stolen from
| me.

Hon. Mr. POWER—TI was under the im-
‘pression that those interviews had been
+largely printed in the press, and this is thé
first intimation I have had that they are
not among the Government records. [ am
very sorry indeed to hear that they are not,
and I trust that copies of them have been
preserved.  While I did not think altogether
“too badly of the old ministry, and T do not
look upon the new ministry as angels—they
.are ministers of light but not angels. alto-
gether—1I feel confident that, after the
* Minister of Finance at the next session has
tannounced the alterations which he pro-
“poses to make in the tariff, there will be no
"danger whatever that any protected interests

extent at any rate, upon the information | will be able to deflect the minister from the
which they had acquired during that tour— I'path which he has entered upon. Of course,
I do not use the term in any disrespectful | we cannot know what the exact nature of
manner. The echoes of the tour are to be ' the measure will be, but T think we can
found in the speech from which I have,judge fairly well from two or three sources
quoted : but unfortunately, after this speech | what the general character of the changes
was made by the then Minister of Finance, ! will be. In the first place, there is the plat-.
something—T do not know whether he was form of the Liberal party, which was
afflicted with many moments of weakness solemnly adopted at a convention held here
or not—occurred, and in some way or other in the month of June, 1893, presided over
the good intentions of the government: by the honourable gentleman who now leads

were thwarted. The two ministers, %th.is House, and there the tariff plank was
the Minister of Finance and the Min-|laid down in fairly clear and unmistakable
ister of Trade and Commerce, and!language. The general principles upon

the two controllers had gone around andiwhich tariff reform was to proceed were
given audience to all classes and after that ilaid down ; in short, 1t is practically to sub-
speech had been delivered by the Minister  stitute a revenue tariff for a protective tariff ;
of Finance one class, the class especially | and now, honourable gentlemen, speaking of
benefited by high duties, scemed to have' that, I am not going to quote the platform,
brought pressure on the Finance Minister but the description of a revenue tariff by the
and his colleagues, and the result was that | ex-Minister of Finance, which is on the
the good intentions of the government were, | whole, satisfactory. In the speech which !
as I have said, thwarted and that the new |have already quoted, he says:

tariff was really no better than the old. It
was just about as onerous to importers as
the old tariff, which they had set out to
reform, had been. At the same time the
reports, which 1 presume were prepared,
of interviews held by the ministers ana
controllers with the representatives of dif-

Another system is to have a revenue tariff
which selects a list of articles and places rates: ol
impost qun those articles, chiefly with a view t0
the (uickest, easiest and best method of raising
the amount which is necessary, but also with the
necessary sequence of incidental protection when-
ever this selected list includes those things which
are produced or can be produced in the country it
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self. u vroteets . L. .
in brotection which is incidental, but which,

& purely revenue tariff, is never designed.

mg}hat 1S what %Lre\'enue.tariﬁ'lis; and I
o er that that is the tariff which will he
;;ES::&““]M& goal of the government of the
C?lnkn‘ot b( ay ; but, hon. ge;ntlemmv that goal
bers of i]r‘ead?ed immediately. The mem-
revolutio he thzeml government are not
. msts. They are, as a rule, speak-

mne i o

ti\? N a non-opolitical sense, conserva-
€ and men of conservative habits of

thought;

ave o and the Liberals of this country
e irlt ’ITIH‘Ch intere:ted in the manufactur-
servati erests of the country as their Con-
is not i\]f lfl‘lends, or very nearly so, :md. it
which 1kely that they would adopt any policy

"1 would deal unfairly with the inter-

':Z‘;‘Si'ﬁ“vhlch derived benetit from the present

Presume it will he m
anfl that the protect
celve due notice
not left to g
gentlemen, he

of the changes. We are
peculate on that point, hon.
ernment 1. cause the lend.er of the gov-
clared L a8 on various public occasions de-
I imself to that effect, and the hon.
{(;1 eman \Yhn now leads this House laid
OWn, in his letter of the
Lilur‘ler’
the 4th May, the
{’mpf)sed to follow.
at it is not ¢
and that g4 thti: be
Says: the ch
burdens of t,
c oing as litt]
lt%:xex[r‘fsfls. Now, T have already said some-
2, hon. gentlemen
the Conservative preSS’
to be in ap
tariff,. T

policy which the party

paragraph in the speech
anges are to be made and the

He declared distinctly
a revolutionary policy @ every confidence that, when parliament next
iassembles, this important controversy will have
| been adjusted satisfactorily.

he.po_eople are to be lightened,
€ Injury as possible to existing ' that immediate steps will be taken to effect

either free trade or a revenue tariff. Per-
haps the hon. gentleman thinks that that is
the case and that there is a panic throughout
the country, but the only panic which
exists is in the minds of the hon. gentle-
men who have had to cross from one side
of the House to the other. I do not
think they have discovered any panic in the
minds of the business people of the country.
They are sensible men and know that there
will be no revolutionary change, and that
the government can be trusted not to do
anything injurious to the interests of the
country. 1 know there is panic in the
minds of hoh. gentlemen who have had to pass
from the government side of the House to
the opposition side. It is cooler there,
perhaps, and that is one advantage just now,

If there is to be a tariff veduction, ' and it is freer in a sense. I can speak from
oderate and gradual, | a long experience, that it is freer and easier
ed interests will re-!for members speaking in that part of the

House.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
You have just come to that conclusion?

Hou. Mr. POWER—Oh, T came to that

2nd May to Mr. | conclusion long ago. The fourth paragraph
published in the Toronto 7obe, of |

of the address states :

Immediate steps will be taken te effect a settle-
ment of the Manitoba school guestion, and I have

Every lover of Canada will be glad to kndw

a settlement of the Mani\toba, school ques-

about the fact that' tion. That question has for years, par-
and speakers appear |ticularly during the last few months, been
undue hurry for this new!

the occasion of a great deal of bitterness and

cult and a'il;]ﬁ' reconstruction is a very diﬁi-!ilLfeeliqg amongst different sections of our

that it shoulsort‘)tant task, and it is better population, amongst whom there ought, by

deliberate] Jbe con&dere.d carefully and |rights, to be good-will a.nd harmony. I

may b las);’i $0 that the tariff when adopted am1 not in the secrets of the government
n

8 than that something should

be done in g h
! urry ;
very little while. Y to be undone in a

myself ; but this does not seem to me to be
an empty promise, because already there has

A I k . ™ . h . ~ .
irregular to refep ¢ now it is slightly i been a meeting between members of the

taken place in the

h
appened to he present during a portion

(})li‘f) Itlhtle s%eech made in that chamber by the
ast(;nizz er of the Opposition, and to my
s ment I heard that gentleman say
l'evenu:;ei t.rade was a bad thing, that a
toncnue ariff was a bad thing, but that the
this onecertainty in which the people of

1y couznt.ry were now living was worse than

0 debates which have! Cabinet of Canada and members of the
other chamber, but I|Cabinet of Manitoba.

A friendly confer-
ence has taken place, and there is, at any
rate, reason to hope that some general basis
of a settlement has been arrived at ; and if
this course had been adopted several years
ago, I believe that this question never would
have become what it did become —the basis
of partisan warfare. That the school ques-
tion, the question of the violation of the
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rights of the minority in Manitoba has ! of this House as a rule are pretty reasonable
been used as the basis of a party war cry, I men, and they know the position in which
think has been illustrated during the last few ' the government are placed, that they are
days in a very clear and emphatic way. We supported by only a very smali minority in
have had the representatives of the party.this House, and they know the government
which went to the country, using as their business has to be got through, and they
principal ery ¢ Justice to the oppressed' will not, I believe, offer any factious or un-
Catholic French minority of Manitoba ”—we | reasonable opposition to the measures of the
have had the people who represented that: government. When the Liberal party werve
same party during the two by-elections in power in Canada from 1874 to 1878,
which have recently taken place, adopting a . the Conservative majority in this House,
totally different line, and instead of advocat- | made themselves very active on comnmit-
ing the rights of the French Catholics of tees and I think perhaps made themselves
Manitoba, condemning French dominationunduly active with respect to certain
and condemning the coercion of the English ' matters which in the light of subsequent
speaking people of Manitoba. That, I think, jevents appear very small-—the Neebing
illustrates the factand is satisfactory evidence . Hotel for instance and other things of
to any reasonable man, that although there that sort. There was a great deal of noise
may have been many gentlemen who were | made about those little things, and we have
sincere, still a great many prominent mem- ‘ kept very quiet since when things a thousand
bers of the party now in opposition were not: times worse have been done thau anything
sincere ; they were actuated, not by any that was done in connection with the Neeb-
special affection for the oppressed Metis, but . ing Hotel or the Fort Frances Lock. Still
were actuated by a strong desire to see their the Senate did not give what could be des-
party returned again to power. I mightsay cribed as a factious opposition to the legis-
something more, hon. gentlemen, but I do not | lation of the administration of Mr. Macken-
propose to detain the House many moments | zie. There were, I think, only two measures
longer. It has been usual in speeches from i of that government defeated in this Chamber
the Throue, that the concluding senten-|and in one instance at any rate, the defeat
ces should commend to the wisdom of parlia-!was due partly to the fact that one or two
ment, the measures which are referred to iu | senators who habitually supported that gov-
the speech. 1 suppose it is because there|ernment.voted against the measure. I speak
is really no measure referred to in the|of the Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway
speech—that is, no measure requiring very | Bill. I have sufficient confidence in the
much discussion or controversy—that we |majority of this House to believe that chey
do not find that expression in the present | will deal with the present government very
speech ; but there is one thing which I|much as they did with the Mackenzie admi-
think I may say to His Excellency, through | nistration. T hope so, for the credit of the
his advisers here, with respect to the attitude | House, and for the interests of the country.
of the Senate: We all know that the Senate | Of course, it cannot be expected that this
is occasinnally maligned, and when thg ques- House will treat a Cunservative govern-
tion of abolishing or reforming the Senate ! ment and a Liberal government in the same
has been considered, one of the reasons!way. A man naturally leans towards his
given why either total abolition or a radical | own friends, and this House has agreed to
change was necessary, was that if a Liberal measures coming from the Conservative gov-
government came into power they would | ernment which it never would have accepted
be completely thwarted and their hands tied . from a Liberal government ; but I believe
by the opposition in the Senate. It bas|that His Excellency can be assured that good
been assumed that the majority in the!measures, coming from the government,

Senate would defeat measures coming up
from the other chamber, simply because

;will be passed by this House ; and T think I
can assure this House that the government

they were measures proposed by a Liberal | will introduce none but good measures, so
Government. Now I think, hon. gentle- | there is not likely to be any conflict between
men, that on behalf of my colleagues in the ' the government and this House. I may
Senate I can assure the governufent that | call the attention of hon. gentlemen to the
their fears, if they share such fears, are | fact that the language of this address is
unfounded. In the first place, the members | different from what we have usually adopted
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in the past.

the address a,
4 paragraph
Ing with eacl

The old practice was to make
techo of the speech, to have
In the address correspond-
Im ) paragraph in the speech.
not il?l,a(;:‘} hto such hon. gentlemen as have
that thie t emselves familiar with the facts,
of e 5 Practice of having a short address
T One parag =
rial ian N
Aduﬁi‘i‘hta‘mgnb In 1890, by the Conservative
L IStration and in the House of Lords
ord (;.»ranv ?
of ¢ C .
as ith\i OpP.OSlblOn, said he approved of it,
s theas quite as respectful tn Her Majesty
Previous practice and much more

businessjj
Siness-like. [ hav
the addregs, ° the oo to move

H ‘ hrel
on. M, BI*J(/HARD~Depuis dix-huit

ans la voix '
ehtelz((lh-;o(ﬁ, d’aucun sén‘ateur ne s’est fait
ser Tadg ti‘ols Sett'e enceinte, pour y propo-
. de%mn]ﬂ e I'adresse en réponse aa dis-
lité dur, "OJ mce\lence,.sous la responsabi-
Amsic?ed vernement libéral.
et par ooty 0111:» ;tre un §pec§aclf; tout nouveau
POUT un cerpn ne plein d'intérét, du moins
sieurs (o s non:ibre des honorables mes-
Vol cethe pont et ans cette Chambre, de
cux dec mﬂelremphe en ce moment, par
sénatoriale ﬁin Ores de la_petite phalange
Mais o n’oqubh partie de Parmée libérale.
€ pas sans doute, que pendant
" les’ le pouvoir a été cons-
AU mois de' lPaf le parti conservateur.
neuf anndng a, 10vembre ’prochal_n, vingt-
miére ragnion 1umnt passé, depuis la pre-
tion, et penda( ;1 parlement de la Confédéra-
le parti conserr\lv tcette lougl‘xe.suite d’'années
publiques 3 l’ex: eltl}' aadministré les affaires
e cing anndn eption de la courte période
Vautomne 187y qui se sont écoulées depuis
urant laquelle Jusqu'a celui de 1878, et
ment libéra] dem{:uS ooy fouvorne-
cet honnege hou I(:u Alexander 1'\Iacken‘zie,
Memoire duquel g '® c¢ grand citoyen 4 I
dre hommaun 4.0° ™e fais un devoir de ren-
. pa?tt?ge dans cette occasion.
pendant o C]‘())fl‘lse;va.teul"a exercé le pouvoir
longtemps la, dirgotion’ g "ot PoPGARY si
ROA St dectlon des affaires publiques
Service eivil 1oy, ans toutes les branches du
tion prés, que d: i;:ncon?[.e, 4 peu d'excep-
tures, et quo méme. daszrcwans, de ses créa-
ne trouve plus quun fO::tte phambre, on
Sénatenrs appant : petit nombre de
ASsure’mgst l elf\anb ala croyance libérale.
est loin de copy eponctee 1o

graph was introduced in the Impe- -

ilie who then acted as the leader

ctive des partis
espondre dans cette Chambre

1

-4 ce qu'elle est dans l'autre branche du parle-
'ment et dans le pays a heure actuelle. Je
i suis un homme de parti, je crois que partout
ot le systéme de gouvernement repreésen-
I tatif est en vigueur l'existence de partis
' politiques est essentielle au bon fonctionne-
‘ment de la machine gouvernementale. Toute-
fois, J'admets sans peine qu’il n’est pas de
nécessité absolue, que le parti au pouvoir
compte constamment une majorité de parti-
sans dans une Chambre comme le Sénat ou
la vivacité du jeune age, le feu de la passion
| politique sont plus qu'a demi éteints sous les
I glaces de I'Age mr et ou, par conséquent,

IVesprit de parti ne saurait prédominer au
i point 'y faire oublier le sentiment du juste
ret d’y entraver le progrés des affaires parle-
I mentaires. Mais je suis persuadé que I'im-
| portance et le prestige du Sénat grandiraient
| dans l'opinion publique si la force respective
!des partis pouvait y étre maintenue dans
| des proportions mieux équilibrées qu'aujour-
I d’hui.

© Je suis un homme de parti, cependant, je
I concois que ma tiche dans la présente occa-
ision ne consiste pas précisément a prodiguer
{'encens outre mesure au gouvernement qui
rarrive, ni & fulminer 'anathém~ contre celui
lqui fen va. Je le répite, je suis un homme
'de parti, mais je ne suis pas disposé a subir
‘Tempire de Vesprit de parti au point d’ou-
"blier volontairement tout sentiment de jus-
[tice et de méconnaitre que si d’'une part le
iparti conservateur a commis de grandes
| fautes, il a d’autre part accompli de grandes
{ choses.

Au reste, le peuple I'a reconnu en renou-
velant & différentes reprises et pendant bien
longtemps lexpression de sa confiance dans
les chefs de ce grand parti. Un pocte a dit
en parlant du peuple :

Je sais quel est le peuple, onle change en un jour.
11 prodigue aisément sa haine ou son amour.

Cependant, il a fallu beaucoup plus d’un jour
pour changer le peuple du Canada, mais
apres une tres longue suite de jours il est
(enfin venu un moment ou le peuple semble
{avoir acquis la conviction qu’il est contraire
& ses intéréts que le méme parti politique
détienne le pouvoir pendant un temps illi-
‘mité; et le 23 juin dernier Sa Majesté le
peuple, a rendu un décret qui a di rappeler
ta bien des gens qu’il est toujours bhon
de compter un peu avec linstabilité des
choses humaines, Le 23 juin le peuple qui
avait pendant si longtemps accordé sa con-
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fiance au parti conservateur a changé son
allégeance et a contié le soin de ses destindes .

aux mains du parti libéral qui s’était pré-
senté devant I'électorat avec un programme
bien défini et ¢tait guidé par un homme
entouré d'un prestige immense et dont le
nom est déja devenu illustre non seulement
en Canada mais encore de 1'autre coté de la
fronticre, dans toute I’Amérique du Nord et
méme au dela de l'océan. Certes, j'ai hor-
reur de la flatterie et Dien me garde de pro-
noncer une seule parole qui pourrait e
faire paraitre ici dans lattitude du courti-

san, mais je crois sincérement ne commettre

aucune exagération en exprimant lepinion
qu’avant longtemps le premier ministre ac-
tuel I'honorable Wilfrid Laurier sera regardé
comme le Gladstone du Canada.

Dans la formation de son cabinet il a été
particuliérement heureux. Tous
légues, personne n’en doute, sont des hommes
de mérite,

particulitre parce que, ayant été premiers
ministres dans leurs provinces respectives, ils
ont donné des preuves de leur aptitude a
gouverner et de lenr habileté dans Fadminis- |
tration de la chose publique.

Faisant allusion au plus illustre d'entre
eux, je crois ¢tre linterpréte du sentiment
général de cette Chambre en disant que tous
ses membures ont vu avec bonheur 'entrée au
Sénat de I'honorable ministre de la Justice
(VHon. Sir O. Mowat) dont la présence ici
est une si précieuse acquisition pour cette
Chambre. Ce noble vétéran politique, apris
avoir gouverné sa province comme premier
ministre pendant vingt-deux ans, a cru appa-

remment qu’il ne pouvait mieux terminer sa

glorieuse carriére qu'en compagnie des hono-
rables membres de cette Chawmbre.
J'ajoute sans hésitation, que tous ses col-

legues dans le Sénat ont vo avee plaisiv

I'honorable secrétaire d Etat (I'Hon. R. W,
Scott) reprendre dans le gouverneuent actuel
la position qu'il avait occupee dans celui de

M. Mackenzie. Cette haute distinction était |

assurément bien due aux longs et imminents ;
services quil a rendus comme chef du p.n‘n
libéral dans cette Chambuve.

La composition du cabinet inspire tant de .
conﬁance dans certains quartiers, que dv]a
T'on s’est plu a I'appeler le ¢ grand ministere.”
J'ose espérer que ce ne sera pas vainement ni
prématurément quon l'aura ainsi nommé.
Cependant, il ne faut pas oublier que du

grand ministére le peuple attend de «randes

ses col--

mais il est un certain nombre .
d’'entr’eux qui inspirent une confiance toute

choses et que ce titre ne saurait lui étre com-
servé qua la condition de donner grande
satxstactlon a l'attente publique.
i Il n’y a rien dans le discours d’ouverture
qui indique que le gouvernement soit prét
durant la présente session a faire connaitre
la conduite générale qu’il entend donner aux
affaires. Le parlement a été convoqué simple-
ment pour voter les subsides qui n'ont pu
“étre votdés pendant la derniere session.
. Cependant, le gouvernement signale a 'atten-
(tion publique deux mesures dont il doit
s'occuper immédiatement d’'une facon parti-
culiere. Il annonce qu'il devra s'occuper
pendant la vacance d'une ¢tude sérieuse de
‘la maniére dont opire le tarif actuel et que
(it la prochaine session il sera en mesure de
,soumettre au parlement les changemen’s qu’il
,eroira ¢tre requis par les besoins actuels de
la population. Personne ne saurait prévoir
(aujourd’hui quels pourront étre ces change-
ments, mais comme tout annonce, de réfor-
me da.ns le tarif, tend & créer de l’lmlmebude,
|le gouvernement prend la précaution de ras-
surer ceux qui pourraient s alarmer, en décla-
,rant que les changements ui pourraient étre
falts au tarif ne nuiront a aucun intérét,

I1 0’y a pas de doute, au reste, quavec les
obligations qui pesent actuellement sur le
,pays, et auguel le gouvernement sera tenu
. de faire face, il (ui faudra pendant bien des
aunées encore, prélever un fort revenu an-

,  nuel, et que Ja réalisation d'un pareil revenu

i nécessitera le maintien d'un tarif assez élevé,
Le gouvernement, il est vrai, déclare que
,<on but est d'alléger le fardeau (ui pese sur
la population. On pourrait peut-étre con-
Jjecturer de la, que son intention est de di-
minuer le poids des taxes qui pésent sur les
i produits de consommation quotidienne et qui
-servent a lalimentation du travailleur, qu'il
soit pécheur, artisan, ou cultivateur. Mais
ju ne peux pas et je ne dois pas entrer dans
le développement d'un projet de réforme qui
. n'est, pas encore élaboré et qui par conséquent
/n'est pas formellement soumis au parlement.

Une nouvelle qui a dii étre accueillie avec
un bien grand plaisiv par tout le pays, cest
_celle qui annonce la confiance exprimée par
le gouvernement que d'ici a la prochaine
session, l'importante question des écoles du
Manitoba sera réglée d'une manicre satisfai-
‘sdnte. Assurément, aucune information ne
| pouvait causer une plus vive satisfaction a
{la population d'un bout du pays a l'autre,
parce gque tout le monde, tous les vrais anis
leur pays désirent ardeminent le réglement



|[AUGUST 26, 1896]

[
——

de ce i
Ule cette question qui
;mnees, une agitation
. U 2

UX, qui a donné

a créé depuis quelques
on d'un caractére dange-
verses dans In l‘l.leu a de violentes contro.
G a fait o ;uf’:«:;e e§ sur 1e§ hustings, et
dant 1 dernis Ie : .e.dcbats memore').bles pen-
le monde ‘con( 'ﬁ 56)8-\‘1(‘)!1-du parlemént. 'I.‘ogt
tre au sujet dr:“«b 14)1)1]1[0]1'(111 premier minis-
tour ep .adm(:ttc‘ette question, (,)r_l sa¥b que
du Pﬂl'lementj"(mt le droit constitutionnel
des droits do (] mte_rw-l.m' pour ia proteutlon

a4 nmunoriteé, il a toujours con-

seillé | Tits
C(Jnvilidtconc“Mtlon’ le recours aux moyens
duir ateurs comme offrant la voie qui con-

ais;ﬁ;’eledgll;? Sfll.re‘meut;éx une solution satis-
plus de "ar"”d;.( lﬁ]culte. et comme offrant
del‘!xibre’; é(lel tles poulr l'uveulr. Si d.:ms les
écoles dy Ma.cnmri\ gcuvralesrla question des
chose parmi | 1(:;0 D4 a compté pour ’quelque
le Peupleéc(mf?s r}alsoqs‘qul Qnt, dc.t,e’rm'iné
Publiques ay ?"}.ad‘rm'msura.mon des aflaires
téméraire qu cp‘dg‘ i hbfra.l, il ne peut étre
de voir du‘ “Olrf) qu ll‘a,P[)l'OU\:’e la maniecre
apris oo {)ll)fflmler ninistre 4 cet égard.
d'ouvertupe qoxl (*jn est (}lt f]zms !e discours
aestion de’\'rl est 1n(’lu1t a croire que la

ment a Pamj 1? cre v
Pour ma pa:‘: le entre lgs parties in' éressées.
eure manjops Je{ CUn%ulere que c'est la meil-
(question. J’a.ix( e‘\ régler cette importante
que le rogle 1€ a croive et jai la cimfiance
Bement qui aura lieu sera telle-

Inent satigfaj
! satisfais i i
Mtéressdey, o Pour toutes lex parties

cause d’ani s
norité Jq«;::;m;'):lte entre la majorité et la mi-
regarde le rb(:le‘}:l?"tlr:ﬁe du Manitoba. Je
par un “"I‘&n’;'emer& a lln >
t,mf‘ glorieux pour ‘
“venement prouver
nada, bien que |
en deux groupe

amiable, comme un
notre pays. Un pareil

4 population y soit partagée
‘]eUXOriOinesd'(;' Principaux, appartenant a
diﬁ'érem% > 1 érentes, parlantdeux lancues

S Professant des croyances reli-

gieuses différent,
rentes, les institutions politi
Y sont douéeg d’uri tel amaatire o Hruhic

que chag i ité
trouve(s(l)‘:;z lnat}onallte, et chaque croyance
tiere fopien T Protection, la pleine ot en-
.. Joussance de ses dpoitg
Sile gouy ssit

vernement péuccis & o
. g eussit a régler cette
question d’upe maniere gler cette

fait faire un pasa lac

Caril 0’y a pas de do
Personnes ont (g &

ause de 'immigration,
ute que bon nombre de
| étre détourndes de leur
s'établir sur leg prairies de
?S:Eeclta.?le des= ditficultés scolaires

dans cette partie du pays
ques années. Maig quand on aura

‘ouest parl
qui ont ey
depuis quel

glée par un arrange-.

( 33 . .
Wil ne laissera exister aucune
pareille question

A1t au monde qu'en Ca- |

caractere de libéralité, |

satisfaisante, i} aura -

|

| convaineu tout le monde que désormais dans
| Poust comme dans l'est, le pere de famille
peut, sous la protection de la loi, procurer a
ses enfants une éducation en rapport avec
les dictées de sa conscience, on aura fait dis-
paraitre un obstacle sérieux qui s'élevait sur
la voie de Pimmigration. Cependant, le gou-
_vernement en soccupant de la cause de 'im-
migration, devra aussi prendre en sa sérieuse
considération celle del'émigration. Un deses
_plus impérieux devoirs sera de rechercher les
moyens de faire disparaitre le fléau de I'émi-
gration de nos compatriotes vers la répu-
blique voisine ; c'est la le cancer qui ronge
les forces vitales de notre pays. Comne
dans mon humble opinion la classe agricole
est celle qni fournit Pélément le plus abon-
dant a ce mal qui décime notre population,
le gouvernement devra s’occuper des moyens
de rétablir la prospérité de cette classe la
plus importante dans notre pays. Dans un
pays essentiellement agricole comme le
Canada la prospérité générale dépend de la
prospérité de Uagriculturs. Quand les inté-
véts des cultivateurs sont dans un état de
langueur et de nalaise, cette langueur et ce
. malaise ont bientot atteint les intéréts des
autres classes de notre population.  Ainsi la
prospérité agricole est donc la base prinei-
pale de toute prospérité au Canada. Clest
1l une question d’une importance majeure et
qui requiert une attention particuliere de la
part du gouvernement.

Permettez-moi, honorables messieurs, de
vous citer en terminant quelques mots de
Lamartine qui dans un moment de sublime
 éloquence parlait un jour de la grande im-
portance de lagriculture. ¢ L’agriculteur,
dit-il, occupe une place immense dans la
civilisation. Tl n’en est pas le sonmet sans
doute, mais il en est la base. Qui oserait
i dire laquelle des deux places est la premiére.”
Puis un peu plus loin, il continue : * La
devise, le symbole d’un grand peuple, ce
nest pas une machine industrielle, un chif-
fon détoffe ou une picce d’or, le symbole
dun grand peuple c'est une terre féconde,
“mére d'une population nombreuse, une épée
pour la défendre, une charrue pour la labou-
rer.” Je seconde avec plaisir la motion de
: ’honorable sénateur de Halifax.

| Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Tt
 has been usual in the past to congratulate the
' young members of the House of Commons,
‘and also of the Senate, for the able manner
| with which they present the case on behalf
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of the government, in moving and seconding
the address in reply to the speech trom the
Throne. Whether the two hon. gentlemen,
the one who has moved, and the one who has
seconded the address, can come witliin that
category I am somewhat at a loss to know.
The mover is my senior by a great many
years in this House. I had the honour of
entering Parlianment .the same year as the
seconder did, and consequently we may

be classed about in the same category as’

to age and parliamentary experience. I
frankly confess that I listened to the voice
of my ‘old House of Commons colleague with
a very great deal of pleasure, althou«rh we

have dutmg the whole period that we have’

been in the political tield of Canada been

upon opposite sides—at least  nearly
always. I think, however, I may say,
and say with very great truth, that.

upon one occasion at least, his whole mind
and his better judgment led him to believe
that the late government, of which I had
the honour of being the he:d, was pursuing

the correct course, but party exigencies over-:
balanced his b=tter judgment and led him to

cast a vote which, 1
regretted ever since. These are only my
inferences, and possibly they may be ill-
founded.
occasions of this kind to say what we think.
Before referring tothe speech fromthe Throne
I desire, Mr. Speaker—and I take this oppor-
tunity of doing it—to congratulate you upon
having been seleted by your party to occupy :
the Chair and on the honourable position
which vou now fill; although, when your
name was first mentioned, I was somev hat
inclined to think that a departure from the
old practice of alternate English and French
Speakers should not be departed from, upon !
reflection T have cometoanaltogetherditferent
conclusion. T have come to this conclusion
and T believe it to be the safest principle
upon which toact, that the party in power, in
making its selection for the important posi--
tion of Speakerof either House of Parliament,
should look to the qualification of the person
who is to occupy that elevated position rather
than to his race or creed. T hope the time s’
fast approaching in Canada when we shall
neverheart! equestion raised of a man’s birth,
or the creed that he professes., We live in a
country and under a constitution in which
every man has a right to act as his judg-
ment dictates, or as his education leads him, |
uponmatters of thisvery importantcharacter.

am quite sure, he has®

However, it is just as well on:

, ‘appointments to the Nenate may

[SENATE]

I have lived long enough to come to the
conclusion, that if a man believes in one
particular principle, or one particular creed
and thinks 1t 1s the best, it is not for ne to
interfere with his conscience, nor do I think
‘any one else should interiere with his con-
science, or with the cours: which he may
think proper to pursue, so long as he does
not attempt to interfere with othevs. I have
lived long enough in Canada, 1 have heen
long enough connected with party politics
to know that that is not always the case in
this country, but I hope that the time will
never come againwhen we shallhave placards
sent about the country to vote for < Morrison
and the Pope” or for **Mowat and the

-Bible.”  Such were the issues we had when
'T was a much younger man than I am to-

day. Those days have passed away, much
as we may accuse each other at the present
moment of introducing racial and creed ques-
tions in the discussions which have taken
place in the elections which have just passed.
I say that where that has been done, it were
much better that it should be left undone,
jand that we should adopt a policy in
the appointment to offices, and in the
administration of the affairs of the country,
iirrespective of a man’s race or a man’s rve-
ligion. We live in a country where we can,
tunder the British Crown, enjov all the
rights and privileges of a British sub-
iject, and 1 hope that that may continue
ifor a long time. I must apolrgize to
the hon. seconder of the motion for my
‘limited knowledge of his mother tongue.
T understood him to say that he comph-
mented the House on the accession to it of
\m present leader, who occupies the high
“and important p(mtlon of Minister of Jus-
tice. T am fully in accord with him in that
'sentiment, and I hope that all the future
be of
equally unexceptional character. Tf so, we
tshall have very little to complain of on ‘this
side of the House, among those who differ
“from him on po itical questions. I could
not help having brought to my mind, when
listening to the hon. gentleman from Hali-
fax, the old story that T once read of a gen-
tleman who Liaving made a very good speech
and being comp!emented by a friend said :
‘“ Ah, you heard me make that speech ; well,
T wish you had heard me make the one on
the otherside.” Tt struck me, if he had only
been on this side of the Hoube and the Con-
‘381\3t1\9 government had presented an ad-
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dress : S

w}f;: of the kind we are now considering,
N }(]m eloquent oratorical display we should
ave heard in condemnation. All his latent

talent would have belched forth like the
eruptions of a voleano.

Hon. My, POWER—T did not volcane.

wi‘;f?e Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—No,
sy, T llo‘t I a position to volcane, as you
e ou, in f'?wt, represent an extinct vol-

» With all its Java expended. You have

now t, ) iini

1. ) d() \Vllilb Otvhel'S do under imilar

cncumstances s dl’
’

dou find them |,
ff‘om that, T ain
sides of the H
political views
the sentimentg
the functions of
flte.l\' not to he f.
m‘ 1ts treatment

he ho :
e, on, gentleman might have referred to
VO or three oce

assertedits g, asg)ns in which the Senate
ernment, of ¢}, Peln ence, not against the gov-
cenzic alone . kf ate Hon. Alexande}r Mac-

ouse, with, %t‘“t"upon‘ several occasions the
rejected ip O:t g‘eat_Conservatl\'e majority,
from the H(}))uselar;‘t bills that were sent up
Macdonald of Commons, when Sir John

the country,

_Ra,ilway Bill in
Interest -

ecoming irvitable.
sure the gentlemen on buth
ouse, no matter what their

the Senate ; that the Sen-

YO\{ have the Short Line
which he took a very deep

5 You have : AR,
MY memory also the consolidation. if

onfe; i
niederation, The Nenate very properly

Sa‘ (I3

Sin:p\y)a(,)ét;eh:ve sent us a mass of bills to

our disposa}l) f“’lthouﬁ having any time at

conseqy, or their consideration,” and
quently the Senate, lead then by a

onservative, T ghi Sir
Camphel), r’ejecteltlilk very om0 thoes

l period of thé session which
ollowed, to re-introduce the

cient  time tfl:)e.m to the Senate in suffi-’
There are othe:' iproper consideration.

Nenate has nstances in which the

am quite “:I'S*:e::::t i_ts independence, and 1
> S v it e o
thoug.h, as my ho S composition to-day,

n. friend says, largely 1n
s of the present gov-
& course which. upon any occasion, take
actions o obn;mht be considered either
) ’ structive,
come before ys of
character,

If they
that we think thez' :

Questions ma

a  very objectionable
re of such a character
re not in the interests

aw your teeth a little when -
Apart

may be, will agree with!
he uttered in reference to:

actious in its opposition, or .
of government measures. |

Was leading the government of

Serves me, of the Statutes after’

every one of those:
led the House of Com-"

1

iof the country, this House will no doubt
reject thein in the interests of the country
and in accordance with their own conscience.
I do not know that I shculd say anything
"about the inconvenient season for the meet-
.ing of parliament. The reasons given by
. the hon. mover of the address in reference
' to the season at which parliament has been
called are, T think, unanswerable. [ donot
'know that, under the circumstances, they
could have called Parliament together at an
-earlier period. I have had some little ex-
perience of a new government coming into
power, and the difliculties that present
themselves in preparing to lay before the
ccountry all the wmeasures with which they
may have to deal, but I must be excused

i
t

if 1 take exception to his argument
with reference to the issuing of the
jovernor ‘(eneral's warrants. The hon.

gentleman says, and says very truly, that the
“late government had, upon very many occa-
'sions, asked for the Governor General’s
y warrant to the extent of millions, but in
I'making that declaration he gave not asingle
instance in which these Governor General’s
‘warrants were asked for and issued and the
money obtained, that was illegal or contrary
to the law. That is the whole point. It
may be a question of policy as to the expen-
diture of money, but it is a question of law
as to whether a Governor General’s warrant
should Dbe issued under peculiar circum-
stances. My hon. friend says he is not much
of alawyer. Tam not a lawyerat all. 1 must
take my law, as T have done in the past,
from a Minister of Justice. I would like to
hear the opinion of the present Minister of
Justice on this question of the issuing of
Governor General’'s warrants, and if I can
read common, plain English, T cannot come-
to any other conclusion than that the issue
‘of a Governor General’s warrant, even to
pay the civil service or any other debt,
is directly and diametrically opposed to the
i provisions of the law which he has quoted.
T will read it, not for the information cer-
/tainly of the Minister of Justice, but in
order that T may show the basis upon which
. I come to that conclusion. In the Consoli-
dated Revenue and Audit Act, subsection
'(b) of sec. 32, we have the following :

t

i If, when parhament is not in session, any acci-
! dent happens to any public work or building which
‘requires an immediate outlay for the repair there-

of, or any other occasion arises when any expen-
“diture not foreseen or provided for by parliament
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is urgently and immediately required for the public
good, then, upon the report of the Minister of .
Finance and Receiver General that there is no:
parlianentary provision, and of the Minister hav-
ing charge of the service in question that the ne-
cessity 1s urgent. the Governor in Council may
ovder a special warrant to he prepared, to be
signed by the Governor teneral, for the issue of
the amount estimated to he required, which shall
be placed by the Minister of Finance and Receiver
General to a special account, against which cheques
may issue from time to time in the usual form as
they are required.

Now, that is the only authority, as f.r as
I know, upon which Governor General’si
warrants are issued. Was this a case;
designated in this subsection of the Act,
from which I have read ? Was there
anything unforeseen in connection with
the payment of the civil servants? Did.
not the parliament of Can.da know-——does
not everybody in the country know th:t the |
services of the country had to be carried on
—that the money should be provided for the
payment of the civil servants in ditferent
parts of the whole country ; and was it not
known also that under certain contracts
that had been let and works that were in-
progress, the money wouid be required to
meet that service ! Does any one doubt that
-position ? If so, then he must have a strange
mode of arriving at conclusions. The par-:
liament of Canada was in session prior to’
the 30th of June, the termination of the,
fiscal year. At that period every one knew |
that the appropriations would lapse unless |
they were carried forward in certain cases:
for public works, under the Audit Act, for
a certain length of time. They knew when.
they refused to pass those estimates that
pariiament could not, by any possibility, "
meet to provide the estimates to carry on,
the ordinary atiairs of this country, and the
issue of the warrants under such circum-.
stances I hesitate not to think, though not|
a lawyer, is absolutely illegal, and 1 would
sugg st, if the hon. gentlemen would take
any advice from me, that they should intro- |
duce a bill t» indemnify them for what they :
have done. T do not mean to say that the
money should not have heen provided for
the carrying on of the services of the country,
and more particularly under the circum-
stances ; on the contrary, some means should
have been devised, but the course pursued
by the government of the day in asking the
Governor General to sign a warrant which
did not come within the meaning of thelaw,
and which was contended by some good

[SENATE)

lawyers and by laymen who can read the
English language, was directly and diame-
trically opposed to the law. The hon. gen-
tleman referred to the action of the govern-
ment--not the last government, but the
government which preceded it, because the
la-t session of parliament was held before
the new government was formed—and he
read from Todd to prove that the opposition
had acted strictly in accordance with con-

.stitutional and parliamentary practice ; at

least, so I understood his argument.

Hon. Mr. POWER—T said that the con-
stitutional practice was not to grant the
supplies for vhe vear. I did not deal with
the conduct of the opposition, because I am
not aware that the government at that time
ever asked for supplies.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
am ratlier surprised to hear my hon. triend
make that statement. We all know that he
watches with peculiar interest every act of
his opponents, and his remark. that he is
not aware that the government of that day
asked parliament to provide for. the very
contingency which the present government
have had to meet hy a violation of the law,
is a matter of surprise to me. The Hon.
Mr. Foster, the late Minister of Finance,
not only made the pr position to the lcacder
of the opposition, personally pointing out to
him the ditticulty which would arise if a
partial appropriation was not voted by par-
liament, but he asked the opposition on the
floor of the House of Commons, to vote a
sufficient supply in order to carey on the
business of this country until the elections
could take place and parliament meet to
provide the balance. Now, that is precisely
what Todd says should be done in his mem-
orandum upon’this question. He is so clear
and distinet that one cannot misunderstand
the language. The government of that day
consulted the constitutional autherities as to
what their duty was, and the Finance Min-
ister made the proposition to which T have
referred to the leader of the then opposition
of the House of Commons, and appealed

~over and over again to that House to cease
_their obstructive conduct in order that the

estimates, or a portion of the estimates,
might be passed by the Commons and by the
Senate to enable them to carry on the affairs
of the country. We all know what the con-
duct of the opposition was during that
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period. We k .
week beforeethgor::;lful ther that for nearly a

the gover rliament was terminated,
the {xsneas;lme{)t‘()f the day ceased to push
legislatio re, before the Housg, of reme'dlal
suppl t“» n order to o.bta,m a sufficient
try ‘:.u{ tii) t‘ia‘"y on the business of the coun-
mont he elect.lons were over and parlia-
HeDt met to provide for the balance of the
year,

HOII. Sir

OLIVER MO -
shall T find ¢ ER MOWAT—Where

hose proceedings 1

gJon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
ou will find them in Hansard.

' Iii)on. Sir OLIVER MOWAT-—I thought
perhaps you could give me a reference.

calit;r;. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—T
cono nbovy glve you a reference ; but this I
men{ yI, kemg then'at the head of the govern-
oont, Mnow the lnstructions to the minis-
o ¥ hon. friend to my right (Mr.
erguson) sent this note to the Hon
“oster in the House of Commons: Did
z}(:: tlina.ke a proposition to Mr. Laurier on
¢ 1901' of the Commons last session that
upplies for a limited period should be

voted, or was such pro ositio - )
‘s‘og(z:&y” to Mr.. La.urli)erg” HIils: I:sgzefe;s'i
o b, LaTl}at is, he made the proposition |
tho oy Olgrlte}:-e pflr(s)ona]ly], and made it on |
louse also, and 1
glll;t;r;ft krecollectlon of the circums}tlsgrlie:']
e © :0 r{‘)iace,. I'{ecau:se it was an important
npe . i e ditficulties arising out of want
Cwntf{) 1(: to carry on the affairs of the |
° numly)ea (;r _the 1st of July, was discussed ‘
ar deci(!]‘e(()l ttnnes by the council, and when |
eeeic (}) drop for sowe days the|
1a?ti0n on woar; ;(;St(l]uestlon of remedial legis-
, 1€ ver

the HpusF of Commons );c? ;;‘S:iigf
supplies in order to be enabled t

the affairs of the govern °
they positively refusbed to
ment was actin
the authorit
is, that ;—

carry on |
nment, and which
to do. The govern-
N precisely in accord with
¥y cited by my hon, friend, which

When parliament is about
& ministerial crisis, it is obvio
apon the House of (*
amount or gl

tnlbq dissolved upon
usly 1mproper to ca
o <4)r.mn(ms to \*)ute eI;tl)Ier the fu}}
and so ol £ 1;.- etails of the proposed estimates,
of minicon ~ht 1€ country to the financial policy
o geuer'sl“l ose fate i5 about to be determined
ui)on o al election.  The duty of finally deciding
ese estimates should e reserved for the

new House of Commons. Meauwhile the supply

of credit should be restricted to such an amount
as may be absolutely required for the public ser-
vice until the re-assembling of parliament, and the
votes on account should not be regarded as in any
degree pledging the House to an approval of the
entire estimates. .

Now that 1s precisely what the late gov-
ernment asked the opposition to do, and
what they absolutely refused to do. My
hon. friend forgot to read a precedent even
for granting the whole of the supplies.
Todd says, in the second volume, dealing
with the same question, at page 504 : —

By necessary business is to be understood such
measures as are imperatively required for the public
service or as may be proceeded upon by common

| consent, it is inconsistent with all usage and with
i the spirit of the constitution that a government

should be enabled to select the measures which it
thinks proper to submit to the consideration of a
condemned parliament, or to exercise its own dis-
cretion or for party purposes as to what measures
it will bring forward or what it will withhold.
Upon the same principle it is customary when
parliament is about to be dissolved whether upon
the occurrence of a ministerial crisis, or for any
other reason to restrict the grant of supplies to
an amount sufficient to defray the indispensable
requirements of the public service until the new
parlianient can be assembled.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Until the new par-
liament can be assembled ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Yes. That is what we asked and what vou
refused, and yet you hold us responsible for
not having a supply to carry on the affairs
of the country after parliament died of
a natural death. Under ‘ordinary circum-
stances, parliament might have been kept in
session for two or three months in order to
obtain supplies, but the opposition of the
day knew that the existence of the parliament

gis- | ceased upon a certain day in April, and they
enab]mg | knew also that if they could, by any mode
necessary | of obstruction, by any factious opposition

known to those who desired to prevent the
business of the country being carried on,
prolong the session to that date, that they
could prevent not only the passage of any
measure which the government might desire
to place upon the statute-books, but also
prevent them from obtaining one single cent
to enable them to carry on the affairs of the
country. If any party is responsible for the
necessity which presents itself to the govern-
ment to violate the law and ask the Governor
General to do that which, under ordinary
circumstances, should not have been done
(and even under these circumstances it is
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(questionable whether it should he done) the

blame or responsibility, whatever it may be,
rests upon the shoulders of the opposition in
parliament at that time and not upon the
government of that day. Todd says fur-
ther :-

In 1868 however this wholesome constitutional
rule was departed from by common consent for
reasons of public convenience and the supplies were
voted for the whole fiscal year ending 31st March,
1869, although a dissolution of parliament was
agreed upon early in June.  The prorogation took
])Lue on 31st July, the dissolution in November,
and the new parliament wet on 10th ])uunhu’
1868,

Now, even if the whole of the estimates
which were laid before parliament had been

granted, under the peculiar circumstancesin’

which the government of the day and par-
lHament at that time existed, no great wrong
would have arisen therefrom, for this reason ;
if my recollection serves me right—I am
sorry T have not the estimates here at pre-
sent—there were no extraordinary sums
asked for in connection with any particular
work, or the business of the country, other
than what was going on under contract.
That is my recollection at the present
moment, but even when that was refused,
then the second proposition was 1iade to
which I have referred, and which Todd lays
down as the constitutional course to pursue,

to ask for a sufficient sum in order to pay

the servants of the government and to con-
tinue the work which was then under con-
tract. So much for that question of the |
Governor General’s warrants. I should not
only beinterested, but I am sure this House |
will be interested, and will listen with a very
great deal of attention to the views of the'
hon. gentleman who now leads the Senate of -
Canada. We all know that heis an eminent
lawyer, that the position he has held at the
bar, and as Attorney General in the pro-
vince of Ontario, for nenrly a quarter of a
century entitles his opinion to respect upon
questions of this kind and all others, and I
shall listen with a very great deal of interest
to ascertain how the genius of an eminent
lawyer can get around the provisions of a

statute so plain as this, at least to my mind.
friend also refers to the school.

My hon.
question. That is a subject that I think it
might be as well not to say much about par-
ticularly from his standpoint.

Hon. Mr. POWER—IT did not say much
about it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
would have no hesitation in entering into a
discussion of that question did I deem iv at
all advisable at the present moment, but
when the hon. gentleman says, as his party
continually says, that the late government,
. who had that question under consideration

for some six years, never approached in a
friendly way the Manitoba government
in order to deal with the question in the
interests of the minority, he states what the
records show to be incorrect. Take every
i document issued from the Justice Depart-
ment during that period— every single des-
‘patch and letter that was written to the
Manitoba government was couched in the
most friendly language, and in language
to which no one, having the interests of his
country at heart, could object. But, they
'say, after the last judgment of the Privy
* Council, the late government issued a mand-
“atory order dictating to the Manitoba gov-
ernment what they should do, and which
,they termed coercion. Even in connection
with that, they were approached in the
most friendly manner, and if the opinion of
tlawyers be of any use to us, or should be a
- guide to laymen, we had no other course to
‘pursue in order to bring the question within
the purview of the Dominion Parliament.
I am glad to notice that even the leader of
'the present government, now Premier,
| has made the statement in different parts
of the country that it is within the power
| 0° this parliament to deal with this ques-
ltion, provided the Manitoba government
does not come to the rescue and con-
‘cede the rights to the minority. And
'he has also stated this, that if they will
'not do it, he will take the initiative in the
' House of Commons, and compel them to do
'it, or in other words coerce them. I deny
the correctness of the use of that word
"¢ coercion.” No coercion was ever attempted
"on the part of the government towards the
people of Manitoba. It is not coercion to
say to a man who has taken rights from you,
1as an individual or as a community, that he
imust restore them. I can understand the
word “coercion” as meaning something ex-
ceedingly offensive, and as applied in the
manner it has been applied in connection
. with the school question it is doubly offen-
isive, because it is not true. Sir, I notice
ithe hon. Secretary of State, I think in a
, speech made not long ago, told the pecple in
\ this good eity of Ottaw a, that the better way
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to settle this question would be to let the
thing alone f

4 or three years, and it would
cure itself. _We have heard him over and
Over again in this chamber, from the seat
E’i;:pl“?d by my hon. friend to my right
ment \‘?rtguson) declare that the late govern-
in it s recreant in its duty, and cowardly
b actions: why? hecause they did not
disallow the Act in the first place.

Hon. Mr, SCOTT—Hear, hear.

Al‘iqn. Sir MACKENZIE BOW

anr(\i ltlll the next breath we heard his leader,
" others by whom he is surrounded, de-
lare that there should be no interference,
good, bad or indiflerent, wit.
governments, whetl,

g?ns‘tlltution or not. They can take which-
-ever horn of the dilemm

Present moment, and
able to judge of the
the terms of the prese
am not in g

ELL--

the country will be
results. Now, what
e nt settlement are, I
! osition to say. I promise hi
ghlséélo.wever, that if any D;nea.surieo E:?J;;Eﬁ.
m“e‘; e if dSuch be necessary, or any arrange-
Whichl:?lle bgt.ween the two governments
and. b satisfy the people of that province
€ minority whose rights 1 always

every membe
who differs fr
actuate and
What we de
moved o n
\Vh:n thf(l:;m the arena of federal politics.

\ accuse the old government of hav-
ng kept that question before the

special purposes, t; i

records wi]Il) not, esfgb?il:lsl O e the
ligion have been int ;
1t lies more at the
at the last election
creed than with
never was a question wit}
whom T acted, wheth
Roman Catholics o

this ground in the government, of
had the honour of being the head fo
time, and the government of x;vhich
member under other heads,

rights were guaranted b
> th
all, whatever 2 or er

guide the present government.

door of those who gained
by that appeal to race and
the old government. It

er the majority were
Protestants.

which I

I was a
that certain

their race or creed might b
P : ©
and that thege rights should be respegcted at

all hazards, T am still ini
v . of that ’
whether the complaint come from &I::ngf(’)_

h the provincial :
er they act within the’

a they please at the

still think, were invaded they '

Y most hearty support, and 1.
say that that I can speak for |

r on bath sides of the House, |
om the yeneral principles which

sire is to have that question re- !

people for-

) If race and re-:
roduced into this question :

1 me, or those with |
I took!

r a short

onstitution to |

[ testants of Lower Canada or the French
(half-breeds of the North-west is a ma- ter of
i perfect indifference to me—it is simply a
[ question of the constitution and the main-
| tenance of peace and harmony throughout
i the country. I observe that the commission,
"of which my hon. friend opposite was to have
been the head, has not yet been appointed
to accomplish a settlement of the question.
 We know how successful he has been in the
‘province of Ontario. We know the agita-
. tions which have taken place and the stand
{ which he has taken upon the question of
I separate schools and the education of the
i people of Ontario. My hon. friend will give
.me the credit of having, since I first entered
parliament, been outspoken in the declara-
_tion of my views, whether they differ from
those of my leader or not. I never approved
i cf the policy pursued by some of the Conser-
vative party in Ontario upon this question,
.nor was Sir William Mereaith, now Chief
'Justice, a party to that movement. I
dov not approve of it to-day. Thereis, to my
mind, but one safe course tv pursue by any
,man who attempts to govern, or assists in
governing this country, and that is to take
-the constitution as it stands and adhere tc
itas rigidly as possible, maintaining therights
of all classes of the people, and more parti-
cularly all minorities. 1T ask, are you going
to accomplish this great feat of settling the
 vexed question of the Manitoba schools by an

{interview with the Attorney Gieneral of Man-
. itoba, and by means of that kindly and placid
'manner in which my hon. friend can deal
with all questionsof this kind? Let me refer
my hon. friend to the speeches of Mr. Sifton,
the Attorney General of Manitoba, when he
went to enlighten the people of Haldimand
on this question. Let us take the utterances
of their organs in the North-west Territories,
- where they make the most solemn declara-
tions that no interference can take place
- with the school law. Let us take the utter
ances of some of the hon. gentleman’s col-
leagues—of Mr. Geoffrion, of Mr, Tarte and
others, who have declared that no settlement
| can possibly take place which would be ac-
. cepted by the minority, unless it places the
I schools exclusively under the control of their
| church. Those gentlemen have gone so far
as to declare that the issuing of certificates,
and government inspection, would be an in-
fringement of their rights. Are they pre-
pared to adhere to that, or are they going
to gulp down all their declarations in the
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past? Are Mr. Sifton and his colleagues tol‘cial union or continental free trade, and
do precisely the same thing in order to gain afterwards unrestricted reciprocity. Which
a party triumph for the gentlemen who suc-. of these views are we to have today? If I
ceeded in the last election? What will it | understand my hon. friend (Mr. Béchard)
prove to the people of Canada? It will: who spoke in his native tongue, he is in
prove to them, and to the whole world, that favour of free trade pure and simple. How
the opposition in the Dominion parliament | to reconcile a revenue tariff with the declar-
and the government of Manitoba were ination in this address that you are not to
collusion from the time the agitation began iinterfere with any existing interests is 8

until the present moment, in order to assist |

in defeating the Conservative party—that
they proposed then to come to some arrange-
ment. If youcan conceiveof amoreiniyuitous

understanding between parties, I should like

my hon. friend the Minister of Justice to
explain it to us. I leave that question to
him. There are scores of other points in

problem that I think even the wise head of
the Minister of Justice will find it difficult to
solve. What is it that he can possibly do,
under existing circumstances, without inter-
fering with some interest, which would mater-
ially lighten the burdens of the people? They

| have told us that raw material must be freef
'If my hon. friend will look at the tariff he

connection with this question to which I will find that almost every article that is
might refer, but to which 1 shall not at | used in the industries and manufactures of
the present moment. My hon. friend the \‘ this country that is not produced in the
mover of the address gave us a long dissert- Dominion, is free—almostevery single article
ation as to the duties of governments in the thatisnecessary to carry on successfully any
arrangement of a tariff. He quoted largely ' enterprise is on the free list now. But the
from the utterances of the late Minister of 'y present Premier asks isiron free? Certainly
Finance, Mr. Foster. With e¢very word he not. Are you going to r-move the duty from
quoted T am heartily in accord. He pointed pig iron, which is the basis of all iron indus-
out in that speech what had been the tries? Andif yoy do, will you not inter-
experience of every statesman who has 1 fere with some interest? If you take off
ever had anything to do with the forming the duty from raw material you will have to
of a tariff, or the changing of a tariff| "decide what constitutes raw material. The

or of the commercial policy of a country.
Those who have read anything of history
and studied anything of constitutional gov-
ernment, and more particularly the effect of
protection upon the trade of a country and
its development, know well that a young
country, or a poor country, adopting protec-
tion will, of necessity, as years roll around
and as the country becomes more wealthy

ore is the raw material for the man that
makes the pig iron. The pig is the raw
material for the man who produces the
puddle bar and bar iron. The bar iron is
the raw material of the man who makes
horseshoes, and the nails and the horseshoe
make the raw material of the man who puts
the shoe on the horse, so if you are going to
carry out your theory of removing the duty

and its manufacturers become stronger | from raw materials, you will take it offevery
under a protective ~ystem and able to article in the country. My hon. friend from
stand alone reduce the tariff and sometimes Marquette, who is the most ardent free
wholly remove it without detriment to ex-|trader we have, will say that every-

isting industries. Why? Because the pro-
tection which they had received in the past

‘thing is raw material.

Did it require three
months for the hon. gentleman to come to

enabled them to so manage their business as | the conclusion, after the declarations they
to be able to compete with foreign industries. | have made, that it was not necessary to

Whether Canada has arrived at that period
in hernational life,isquestionablein my mind,
and I think will also be a question in the
minds of others. The platform of the
Liberal party lays down the principle of a
revenue tariff, and the hon. member from
Halifax gave us his definition of a revenue
tariff. His leader says heis a Liberal of the
English school and a free trader pure and
simple—that he is in favour of commer-

remove the duty on pig iron ? We have
heard it announced by the hon. gentleman
who was the Finance Minister of the former
Liberal government, that the sugar interest
in this country was legalized robbery. In
fact, there is no language which could be
taken from an English dictionary that was
too strong to denounce the protected indus-
tries of the country. Does it require any
consideration on the part of the hon. gentle-
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Inen opposite to decide that sugar shall be  that is to come before the House. Is it

c!l‘xee’ n order that people may get it at a.necessary that the present government

eaper rate? [ do not know that it should have three months to consider
requires three months for that. I can'

understand hipy : whether the iniquitous three cents a pound
Pig iron k}m, if he refers to the duty on jon the products of the hog should be re-
the bar i asking himself how will this affect | moved ? We are told that it is in the inter-
manurf 1: on industry, the rolling mills, the  est of the consumer that that tax should be
in dusta'c ure of car wheels, and other iron removed, but what would be bht.a l'gsult, on
pig ir vies ; but if he begins on the bﬂ‘SIS‘Of lagricultural m(!ustrles ! How will it affect
mak on and makes that free, then let him ; the coarser grains ? Will it not be an injury

ake all the rest free and he will have a ' to that class for whom the opposition has

Slmp{e tariff, The hon. gentleman from

alifax wants the tariff simplified. I nay
%’g?lte a precedent for simplifying the tarift,
Mine:nt,bu" Richard Cartwright was Finance
e t:)So ltzr in I\'[r._l\[ackengie’s administration,
tariff - hno' Particular pains to readjust the
Hincl;s € Just took the tariff of Sir Francis
cvors) as it was, a,.nd added 2% per cent to

he i ng on the list, and had it passed by
the Parliament of Canada.

Hon. Mr. POWER—_The previous one

was i
a simple and reasonable one.

! That
cannot be said of the present tariff.
Hon. sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—TIt

;‘h"; Dot an exclusively revenue tariff at
will '513‘9, bec:fuse if the hon. gentleman
o st 1111 y t'k.)e history of the question he will
adut at Sir Alexander Galt had imposed
upony T}l‘ woollens, and particularly blankets,
that o © protective principle. ~ Under
wooll protective tariff the blankets and
estabf'[}h ma.nufacbutjes of this country were
result,mf_efi and are in existence to-day. The
wards (t):h 1t was that a very few years after-
woolls 1€ coarser qualities of biankets and

oonl ns used by the lumbermen and the
People of this country were as cheap, or

hea : .
fa,)r(: (;.per than they could be bought in Eng-

HOII. Mr.

Hear, hear. MacINNES (Burlington)—

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—My

h\g:}. tx:xend from Burlington has had ex-
perience, and he knows that my state-
ment 1s correct, Y

ner r When I am told that the
Z‘:«ll;lfflofsagui‘t B;ran(iis I‘%incks was o simple
3 4 as, but I am speaking of the
g\;ﬁnllﬁs W?u)ch bhe.Finance MIi)re\isterDin Mer.
;‘hzfchenmes administration displayed, and
tariﬁ‘appy manner in which he solved the
wl hé)t:oblem at that time. The country
Interested in seeing the proposition

“expressed so much solicitude during the last
‘twenty years. For twenvy years they have
‘been denouncing this protective tariff as
‘iniquitous ar'd a robberv. Do they want six
months more to ascertain how to remove it ?
| I say, adopt the English system at once if
|you are honest; put the duty on articles
i that we do not produce in thie country, and
Imake the unfortunate farmers, for whom
iyou have been weeping and almost going
linto mourning, pay more for their sugars
‘and teas, and keep out the raw material
laltogether, because you cannot adopt a
]revenue tariff and raise the necessary funds
I'for carrying on the affairs of the country
|unless you tax every article which is now
Ifree under the present tariff. Give us a
‘stamp duty and give us duties upon articles
!that are now free, and you will accomplish
“the objects you have in view, but whether
Ithat will be acceptable to the country, or
! whether it will be a relief from taxation for
the very class for whom you bave been so
'solicitous for years past, is a question I
‘leave hon. gentlemen opposite to solve. My
:lhon. friend from Halifax called attention to
' the announcement made by the late Finance
i Minister in the House in 1893 that the
"tarift would be considered with a view to
| reduction hefore the next meeting of par-

liament. That is true, and that is one of
|the errors which we, as a government,
made. It did interfere with the trade

| of the country; but with the present opinion
prevailing in this country as to what the
hon. gentleman who now controls its
destinies will do, there will be a stag-
I nation in business which will prevent the
investment of money in many industries.
\Everything will be cut down, you may de-
‘pend upon it. I am speaking from exper-
iience, and T acknowledge frankly the error
i which we made in 1893 ; but when that an-
jnouncement was made by the Conservative

!Finance Minister, it was on this basis, that

whatever reduction should take place, the



principle of protection to the industries of
this country should be continued and inain-
tained. The declaration made by the hon.
gentlemen now in power is, if T understand
them, this: that they will remove every ves-
tige of protection-—at least so they have
said—but probably in the future, as in the
past, they will act upon the principle of pro-
fessing one thing in opposition and carrying
out another in power, and I am quite satis-
fied that that will, to a very great extent,
be the case. Their numerous promises and

"unpatriotic, but as tending to the material
and everlasting injury of Canada. Ave we
to stoop to any fureign power, to go upon
our knees and beg like a beggar in the street
for cuncessions, when we know that they have
been refused over and over again? Do we
‘not know that the leading statesmen of the
United States have told us, time and again,
that they will never re-enact the treaty of
118541 Yet the Premier tells us, in an
interview with some United States inter-
viewer in Chicago—the representative of a

declarations of principle, not only in con- third class newspaper at that—that there is
nection with the tariff, but in connection no reason why this treaty should not be ve-
with scores of other things, will Le violated. enacted. T go further—I question whether
They will find it utterly impossible, in the | the interests of the agricultural community
administration of th affairs of the country, lof this country would be benefited by the
to put their theories into practice, and so it 'restoration of the tariff as it existed at that
will be with the tariff. If trade does not day.  Circumnstances change. Canada is
stagnate and the manufacturers do not keep | not in the same position that she occupied
theiv manufacturing within the strictest  in 1854, or during the negotiations of Lord
limit of the requirements of the country,: Elgin, when the first reciprocity treaty was
I shall be very much mistaken, and Ijenacted. We stand in a firmer position to-
base that opinion upon my knowledge!day as a people, in wealth and industry and
of what transpired in a very much in everything that tends to make a people
less aggravated degree in the past. With self-reliant, than we did in those days. The
the government, however, must rest the, United States, it is true, repealed that
responsibility. T accept the opinion ex-'treaty: what did it do? It created a stag-

pressed of me by the hon. gentleman from
Halifax—I am now, and always have been
since my boyhood, a protectionist.  The |
older T grow the more I am convinced that:
it is the only policy which can be pursued

nation in this country for a very short time,
but the genius and industry of the people of
Canada led them to adopt other means by
which to secure a return for their labour that
did not exist during the time that that

in any new country that has not attained to | treaty was in force, and the result has
a wealthy position, if they expect to prosper | been that we have turned our atten-
and become a wealthy people among the tion to other industries. The market
nations of the world. Free trade is an ad-!of the United States is no longer of
mirable theory-—my hon. friend from Mar- ? the same importance to the Canadian agri-
quette has it to perfection—but free trade | culturist that it was 20 or 30 years ago.
in practice is quite another thing, more par-: We are in a position to stand alone in that
ticularly when you are shut out from all the respect. Any reciprocity treaty that may
other markets of the world. T hope what-!be made will have the support of every
ever the government may do that they will; member of this House, I am sure, provided
consider well the responsibility that rests{it is on a square and equitable basis, but T
upon them in dealing with the very import-‘hope that the Canadian people have not so
ant question, and if I have sufticient strength,  far forgotten their allegiance to the Empire,
and I am here, they shall have my earnest of which they form an integral part, as to
support, provided their policy is in accord-'ever consent to the adoption of a treaty
ance with what T think it should be.' which will discriminate against the mother
If not, I shall endeavour to put it as right country. Mr. Blaine has told us distinetly,
as I possibly ean. I have no sympathy and the leading United States newspapers
with this constant cry of unfriendliness to; have declared consistently, that no recipro-
our neighbours across the line. T look upon  city treaty can ever be effected with the
such declarations made by hon. gentlemen | United States that does not shut out the
on that side of the House and by the party | manufactures of all other countries ; or, as
with which they are connected—more par-'one paper said the other day, *you must
ticularly the leading one —not only as being | have the United States tariff in Canada if
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you expect to have the benefit of our
market.” T am one of those Canadians who
have lived in Canada a long time-—perhaps
longer than some of those present here to-
day who were born in the country. I have
watched the progress of Canada and have
come to the conclusion that Canadians are
not inferior intellectually, industrially, or in
Perseverance, to any other people in the
world, and that while we are prepared to
deal fairly and honestly with our neighbours,
We mnever should consent to any arrange-
ment with a foreign country that will not
be equitable in its character, or which would
Prove injurious to the empire of which we

il(::;t a I::P_t. l’}l‘hese are my views, and I
ecate 1n the st : i
this conatant rongest possible language

appeal to the United States
iﬁ(fl .the declaration that we’ have beex;
riendly to our neighbours. Tt is not true.

bhel:e 1s nothing on record in the statute-
U(') OX, OT In the correspondence between the
Li:llt:g States and Canada since confedera-
Hon a,t:r can establish a charge of unfriend-
1 ar‘ns's alking about the bonding system,
] lm‘pnsed that a man, with the genius
tr egquence of the premier of this coun-
ha?ls’ s ould refer to the subject as he
i sonte. We all know that the bond-
and ty}f Em'f 1s guaranteed by treaty,
to denoua;l 1 . the United States were
quite. as 109 that treaty it would affect them
are not\so r(\i“ch as it would affect us. We
carrying & ependent on the United States
thirg g trade as we were twenty-five or

Y years ago, and as we are deepening

our cana ne lwa

N Is and ext,endmb our railw: y sys-
] re comin more ind

elnr we a be g ependenb

ay. Look at the traffic through
e gh the
United States of Canadian products, amount-

lri]uga.lltlo Sil’;ty Or seventy million dollars an-
neighj{;o O€S any one suppose that our

€ urs will d
gives them the ben el

The whole thing
wonder that the
should give utter
Then there was
coasting trade.

have been trying
government to

ce a treaty which
efit of that carrying trade?
18 30 nonsensical that I
leader of a great party
ance to such sentiments.
a remark made about the
E‘feryOne knows that we
to u;lduc}e: the United States
. concede the coasting trade to
g::]:»da in the inland waters, Ifbyou refer
the ht'O 1869, the ﬁrs‘t; despateh which T had
Unite(()lnos‘tr of drafting and sending to the
T wae 2, :;;Sise on the trade question, when

Inister of Customs, laid down the
broad3 principle that if the’ United States

was prepared to repeal its navigation laws,
so far as they affected the coasting trade in
the inland waters of Canada, although we
were only four millioms of people as against
their sixty millions, we were prepared to
meet them on equal terms and fight the
battle with them. That proposition was
made by me to Mr. Blaine, and he said:
“Oh, no. Do you propose your scheme for
the inland waters and also for the sea?” I
replied : “ No; our proposition is for the in-
land waters only ; but if you are willing to
negotiate the broader question, we are pre-
pared to discuss that question too. Our
statutes give us power to declare the coast-
ing trade free to any nation, and the moment
you adopt that course we will follow you
to the fullest possible extent. Surely you
are not afraid of the four or five miliions of
people in Canada when you have sixty mil-
lions of people in the United States.” Mr.
Blaine, with that characteristic of all United
States citizens—and I admived him for it—
turned to Mr. Forster and said, “ How will
that affect the United States?’ The conclu-
sion they came to was, as expressed in Mr.
Blaine’s own language, ‘Great Britain has
the carrying trade of the world now, and
we will not permit them to come into our
waters.” That is the spirit in which, I
venture to say, you will be met when you
come to ask the United States government
for concessions. If you take my advice you
will not accede to anything of the kind. If
they give you free coasting trade—wrecking
we did concede to them in the interests of
humanity, though some of the Liberal party
objected because it affected their personal
interest—Ilet us reciprocate, but T hope be-
yond that the goternment of Canada will
not go. I have to apologize for having
spoken at such length, but so many points
were raised by the mover of the address,
affecting the administration of which I was
a leader for a short time, that I deemed it
necessary to put in this defence.

Hon. Sir OLIVER MOWAT moved the
adjournment of the debate.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate then adjourned.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, 27th August, 1896.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

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

Resuming the adjourned Debate on the consider-
ation of His Excellency the Governor General’s
speech, on the opening of the First Session of the
Eighth Parliament.

Hon. Sir OLIVER MOWAT said :—In
following my hon. friend opposite, I desire
first of all to express my appreciation of the
very kind way in which he spoke of me
yesterday. I appreciate his kind words, as
well as the kind words which have been ad-
dressed to me in private by other members
of this House belonging, not only to my
own party, but belonging to that party
which is not mine. I am not of a natwe
to be insensible to kind words which are the
expression of kind thoughts, and I rejoice
greatly that our Canadian politics are in
such a condition that political opponents
may at the same time be personal friends.
A word in regard to the mover and seconder
of tiie address in answer to the Governor
General’s speech. With regard to the mover,
you all know him much better than T do.
You all know his merits much better than I
have had an opportunity of knowing them.
I have always heard him spoken of as a
ready and well informed speaker, a
courteous one also, and an able man, and
now I can testify from having seen a-nd
heard him, that the general reputation which
he possesses is in accordance with the fact.
I wish very much that I had been able to
follow as closely and intelligently
what was said by wmy hon. friend
who seconded the resolution. Unfortunate-
ly, though T know something of French, I
am not able yet to follow a speaker, but
perhaps in the position I now occupy it may
be my duty to endeavour to supply that de-
fect, and being u young man, full of vigour,
I have in contemplation a course of study
which may place me in a better position in
that respect, after four or five years, than T
am in now.

The first subject that my hon. friend
opposite  took up in discussing the
address was the expenditure which had
been made under Governor’s warrants. My
hon. friend expressed himself as perfectly
horrified at the idea of those Governor’s
warrants, and he read the statute under
which they were passed as by no means in
support of them—I am not sure but he cited
the statute as showing that no such war-
rants could issue. I differ entirely from my
hon. friend in his reading of those statutes.
I think the statutes quite plainly authorized
the warrants. I so advised my colleagues

and I stand by the advice that [ gave. Let
me call the attention of the House
once  more to the wording of

the statute. It authorizes a Governor’s
warrant forn what may be said to be two
classes of cases, or rather for one specific
class, and then for a general class. The
specific class is repair of public works, and
then follows a general clause in regard to
which there-is no limit to the purpose, ex-
cepting urgency of the expenditure. These
are the words of the statute :

If, when parliament is not in session, any acci-
dent happens to any public work or building
which requires an immediate outlay for the repair
thereof,

That does not apply, but the next pro-
vision does apply—

or any other occasion arises when any expendi-
ture not foreseen or provided for—

Not merely not foreseen, which was the
reading of my hon. friend, but not foreseen
or not provided for—

is urgently and immediately required for the public
good.

Then the section provides for the issuing
of the governor’s warrants. So that the only
question is whether the payment of the
salaries of the officials and the contingencies
of the departments is a matter urgently and
immediately required for the pdblic good. I
do not see how any person can doubt the
urgency of these things, for I cannot see
how any government could be carried on
unless the salaries of the officials are paid
and the contingencies of the departments pro-
vided for. It cannot be done. Not tomake
this expenditure would be to paralyze
all government for two or three months,
as the case might be, and, therefore,
I cannot imagine an occasion for expenditure
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which more certainly comes within the\that there was any other message from His
words used or within the intention of parlia.-lExcellency brought down, or any other
“’%?nt, _than the case which occurred. proposition made, unless it may have
pa,xht,(; “}I‘afmeS, that if the Conservative|been verbally across the House as my
3 a

succeeded at the elections,

they would not have interpreted the

statute

hon. friend stated. I have not time to

verify that statement further, but it is not

Would tin the way we interpreted it?|suggested that there was any formal proposal

J .

“1\({- expenditure for the officials is not
required, and we can get on quite well
without it,”

and would th
to pass the order?

hey have felt at liberty to say'for anything short of a year’s expenditure.

What was the duty of the late government
on this subject ? It is stated very clearly in

ey have refused | one of the passages which I think were cited

They would not have|by the hon. mover of the address, in which
thought of such a th

ing for a moment. It|hereferred to the 520th page of May.
would have been absurd. I say with the |expressly declared there, that a government
that the expenditure of lought not to ask for a year’s estimates,
mey required for the carrying on of | previous to a dissolution and Where the time
overnment for the couple of months|is such that a year’s estimates are not re-

utmost confidence,
the m

the g

necessary to be provided for was expenditure

urgently and immediatel i

. . ely required for the
public good. Tt will be observed that every
reasonable

precaution is provided by the
statute against any misuserz)f this pl‘i)\”ilf'ge
and this duty—TI call it a duty—for I say,
not only were we at liberty to act upon this
itat\.lt,e for the purpose T have mentioned,
ut it was our duty to act upon it. We
bad no alternative. 'We would be violat-
Ing the duty which we were sworn to
perform, if, with that statute before us,
we had left the salaries unpaid and the
correspondmg duties unperformed. The
::::utz provides every precaution that a
> t;:e cpgld provldfe to prevent a misuse
o privilege tha,t..xs given. The minister
h charge of the service has to report that the

2:&‘;;3;33{ tlli utrgent. The Council has to be
atist at it is urgent i i
required gent and immediately

for the public ;
N good, and then the
Governor General is at liberty to issue his
warrant.

e, 1 would‘say further, that under
© clrcumstances, it was his duty to issue

his warrant,

It is said that it is the fault of the Liberal
party that provision wag not made last ses-
sion for these expenditures. There are
several answers to that observation, T might
answer it by saying that that, was one of the

matters discussed in the elections which have
Just taken place,

It is

quired. Heére is the language :

If the dissolution occurs in the early portion of
a session, before supply is completed, it may be
necessary to take votes on account sufficient to
carry on all the services, army and navy as well as
civil, until the new parlivment is able to consider
the grant of supply.

Several illustrations of that are given
there.

In 1857 and 1886 supply was taken for
four and five months ; in 1880 a supply was
taken for three months for navy and civil
service, and a four months’ grant for educa-
tion—just according to the period, which, in
view of the time of the dissolution, was
thought proper. In June, 1841, Lord John
Russell proposed to take supplies to the end
of October. If thatconversation took place
which my hon. friend referred to, in which
the government proposed to abandon the
attempt to pass the whole year’s estimates, it
was only after considerable debate, and after
they found they could not carry the estimates
asa whole. In that caseof 1841 Sir Robert
Peel objected that if they took supplies tiil
October, this would enable the government
to defer the meeting of parliament till
October, and Mr. Gladstone stated that
parliament should be summoned as soon as
possible. It has always to be considered
that for whatever period the government take

verdict, have senand the people, by their | supplies, even if they were beaten at the

L§ba n{,a»jorit,y of the repre-
t iberal party to parli
notwithstanding the chsrgeytha.g w{al:[:le;it;
against them on this account. That of itself
18 & complete answer,
things.  What was
government was,

sentatives of the

polls, they would have the means of retaming
office and not calling a session of parliament
until the supply would be exhausted. It is
manifestly not very material now why the

Onfa might say other | Liberal opposition of last session were un-
desired by the late|willing to give the supplies.

Rightly or

that the estimates for | wrongly they were not willin e
g to trust the
a Whgl; year should be voted. T do not find | government of the day. It was quite unde
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stood that there was to be a change in the
personnel of that government, and they were
not willing to entrust the new government
or the old with more money than was abso-
lutely unavoidable. They had the appro-
priations up to the 1st July and for reasons
which satisfied themselves, the opposition
were not willing that the government should
have them for any longer period.

The next subject taken up by my hon.
friend was the Manitoba school question,
and in connection with that he mentioned
that it had been expected that federation
would put an end to religious cries for ever.
I think nobody was so sanguine as to
think that "federation or anything else
would put an end to all religious cries, but
one object at all eveuts, was to allay the
religious difficulties which then existed be-
tween Upper and Lower Canada, and it was
expected that the evils then prevailing
would be put an end to, so far as such evils
can be put an end to by legislation. Let
me say further, that federation was per-
fectly successful in accomplishing that object,
and we had no religious cries mingled
with the politics of this country for many
years after confederation. Every one who

. the

to which they were entitled. Probably nine-
teen-twentieths of them were perfectly satis-
fied with the explanations made, and we lost
but a very small fraction of the Liberal
Catholic vote at that election, The cry hav-
ing been wunsuccessful, the same party
at the next general election, or
one following it, raised the
opposite cry—raised the cry that we were
slaves of the Roman Catholic clergy—that
we were giving the Roman Catholics too
many offices—that they had entirely too
much power and patronage, and that we had
been giving them school legislation for sev-
eral years to which they were not entitled,
and which was unfair to the general com-
munity. All this we were able to answer.
We had to fight for our lives every time, but
we fought successfully. At every election
since the same cry has been raised to some
extent and in some quarters. My hon.
friend’s party, as represented in Ontario
politics, is the party that has raised the
religious cry more since confederation than
it has been raised, unless you consider the
Manitoba school question an exception.

My hon. friend has been endeavouring

‘to point out inconsistencies on the part

has studied history.~and there are men in this | of some of the leading members of the

House who took part in the proceedings of |
that day—knows very well that feeling ran
high in the province of Canada with regard |

to such questions as education, before con-
federation. No doubt, the ditliculty which
arose from that circumstance was one of the
reasons which led to federation being thought
of, and to all parties in Upper and Lower
Canada concurring in it. It was successful,
I say, and there was hardly any interruption

to the peace until the New Brunswick school 7

case occurred. That was settled. The next
time a religious cry came in question, was
when it was brought forward by my Con-
servative opponents in Ontario, for the
purpose of getting by means of it votes
against the government of which I was
premier. The first time that that endeavour
was made, the cry was that the government
was not sufficiently favourable to Roman
Catholics—that we did not give them
offices enough—that we did not give them
all the legislation they were entitled to ; and
we had to debate all that before our people.
We had to show to our Roman Catholic
friends that we had given them a fair share
of the good things that were goirg, and
that we had given them all the legislation

Liberal party. He says at one time an
hon. member of that party said one thing
in one place and another thing in another
place. I am not concerned about all that.
It was discussed at the elections which have
just passed. Everything of that nature
was brought forward, and was pressed at
meeting after meeting. Our people were
fully informed as to it all, and the major-
ity of them, notwithstanding, mani-
fested by their votes, and the result
of their votes, that they gave their contidence
to the Liberal party and their leader. The
important question will, by-and-by, be how
the question is to be solved now, how the
evil is to be cured which caused so much
trouble during the elections. T am not going
to anticipate that question by any observa-
tions I may make now. It must be the
wish of everybody that some solution
should be found which would be fairly
satisfactory, which we might all be able to
defend if we chose to defend, and which
would be for the advantage of the country
generally. When the scheme is propounded,
if it is attacked at all, I shall be ready to
defend it if T should then be here.

Then my hon. friend referred to the tariff.
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He was so full of the subject that I think% T feel the great difficulty that there

he could have given us a very interesting may be in dealing with all these
Speech for two or three hours more. His | questions by a Liberal government because
Speech was very interesting as far as it went. ‘ the Liberal party has so few followers here.
O}I this subject, as on any other, my hon. | Probably such a state of things never
friend is always interesting, and if he does  existed in any country before with repre-
not think he can be interesting, he does not \ sentative institutions, that four-fifths of the
talk at all. This matter of the tariff was members in one chamber belong to one party
one of the issues at the late election, and I |—and that only the remaining fifth or less
do not think it profitable on our part to | than one-fifth belong to the other party.

> discussing whether it could be made out I have felt that ditliculty, and every one
thjtt there was this or that inconsistency. nust have felt it, but T would not have con-
Vhat we unite about the House and the sented to come into this House—1I would not
Country will know at the next meeting of 'have felt it right to avail myself of the
Parliament. 1 think the scheme which will | honour of having a seat in this House—and
then be submitted will not only be sanc- I feel it to be an honour—if I did not believe
tioned by the Liberals of the House of | that the House would be found tobe workable
‘ommons but also by this Conservative |even with a Liberal government. There

ouse. T understood my hon. friend tosay : were various reasons which made me reason-
that there are some matters as to which taritt | ably confident of that. One is that there are
changes, if they are to be made at all, might | a great many points on which we are at one.
as wel| he made now as at a later date, but | Though Conservatives and Liberals, as ve-
th‘f policy of the government is not to do |presented in this House, differ and our
this work—a very important work it is— ! parties differ on some important points,
by piece meal. We hope to be prepared to|yet weare in accord on a great many points
act upon it next session, and then by a | of prime importance. One thing T rejvice to
#eneral measure affecting all descriptions of | know is that we are all heartily loyal tc ovr
80ods which are to be dealt with. During | Queen. I do not think that anybody doubts
the elections it was never suggested that we | that there is such loyalty in those who repre-
Would he prepared with the tariff measure !sent the Liberal party in this House any
at  this session. It was never sug-/ more than they doubt the loyalty of those
8ested that we had ready a cut whorepresentthe Conservative party. Then,
and dried tariff then. Those who un- further, I rejoice to know that we all alike
derstood the subject quite knew that that ' are attached to British connection. I add to
Was out of the question, Sir John Mac-|that another attachment that I am sure we
onald and my honourable friend dealt |all have, and that is to this Canada of ours.
With the question in 1878. They had nol|I believe we all, whether Conservatives or
Cut and dried .tariff ready. but they went' Liberals, love this Dominion. 1t is our
to the electors and succeeded in con-ihome. Canada is the fatherland to many
vincing them that a protective system was|of us,and it is the home of our children and
far better than the system which then |descendants, and we hope it shall be their
Prevailed, and that it would result in pros- | home for generations untold. We are all
Perity to the country. The people having|interested in its welfare, we are anxious
“en convinced by the arguments of my |about its welfare, and will not consciously
Ohourable friend on that subject, elected |act, any of us I am sure, in a way pre-
2 large majority to support that policy. |judicial to that welfare. Those are grand
hen the ministers set about making  points, points of prime importance, and
quiries and investigations, and havingthey are encouraging when I con-
1nte_rviews with men familiar with thesider the difficulty that the Liberal party is
subject, with experts, and prepared a tariff under in this House. We have also in
"aned after all the information they were | common large interests. The case is not
8: e to ga.ther_ Their tariff was such as satis- | one in which the material interests of the
WP:d their friends, and our tariff, made as it | Liberal party are one way and the material
lu e after similar investigations, will, I |interests of Conservatives the other way ;
OPe, satisfy, not our friends merely, but the [not a case in which the measures which
‘ountry likewise. promote the interests of the Liberals are
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not the measures which promote the
interests of Conservatives. Whether we
are right or wrong about the tariff or other
n.atters, we shall all benetit, or all suffer, as
the case may be. We have common interests,
but we do not take the same view of what
those common interests are. That is the
only ditference between us.

I rejoice to have in mind the materials of
which this House is composed. When I
consider what the materials we have here
are, how this House is composed, some very
promising thoughts come into my mind.
A large number of the members of this
House, even before they came here, have
bad a very important training in matters |
of government and legislation, and all ot
them have had an important training in the
affairs of the world ganerally, whether they
have in matters of government and legisla-
tion or not; all of you were men of
mark ; all of you had influence in your res-
pective localities, and many of you beyond
your localities ; and you were all men of
activity and energy and force of character ;
you were all able to work your way up to
the places which you hold now in the govern-
ment of the country. And all classes are
represented here ; all -nationalities, all the
leading Christian denominations, and all
occupations are represented here. I have
spoken of the training which a large number
of you had, even before coming here, and
you have had more training since in mat-
ters of government and legislation. You
have several ex-judges here, and we all,
know the value that is placed upon the
assistance of judges in the legislation
of a country. You have three, perhaps
you have wore than three, who have
been lieutenant governors of provinces, the
highest gift, I suppose, which is in the hand
of the Dominion government. Then you
have at least one hon. gentleman who has
been premier of Canada and has all the
experience and all the ability implied in one
who reaches that high josition. You have
several ex-premiers of provinces here. You
have other men who, though they had not
reached the position of Dominion premier,
have been ministers of the Crown for
the Dominion. You have ministers here
who were ministers in provincial affairs,
and probably every one here has given much
attention to political subjects and is familiar
with them—subjects of government and leg-
islation. 'When all this can be truly said

of a House, such a House ought to be a use-
ful body; and what is to be said against
it? Well, of course, politics are to be said
against it. From my standpoint I cannot
defend that part of the Senate’s character-
istics and will not make the attempt ; but
there are considerations hearing on that
point which are extremely important and
in which I think you will agree with
me. One thing said against this House
I am prepared here now, as a member
of this House, to repudiate. It is often
said that this House consists of old men,
men who are worn out, either were never
good for anything or are not good for any-
thing now. But nothing can be more clear
than that all the members of this House
were once good for a great deal or
they would not be here. That is the rea-
son they are here, because they were good
for a great deal. As to being too old for
work, there are not many men in this
House as old as Sir John A. Macdonald was
when he was not too old to lead his party
with great ability and acceptance, as he
did until a few weeks before his death.
There are not many of you so old as Sir
Charles Tupper, who was chosen lately,
either by his whole party or a portion of it,
to be the leader of that party.

Several Hon.
party.

MEMBERS—The whole

Hon. Sir OLIVER MOW AT-—The whole
party—that is stronger. I wanted to be
moderate. Not only a portion of the party,
but all the Conservatives in Canada prefer-
red him to lead the party in the elections
and since. Very few of you are as old as
he is. I believe most of you are not as old
as one of the latest appointments the Lib-
eral Government has made to this House.
Not many of you are as old as my humble
self, and I was thought equal to the office
of Minister of Justice by the Liberal party ;
and it is in that capacity I am here, and it
is, I believe, the first time in the history of
this House when the Minister of Justice was
a member of it.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—Sir Alexander Camp-
bell was, for a time, Minister of Justice.

Hon. Sir OLIVER MOWAT — Sir
Alexander Campbell was one of my early
friends. He was one who illustrated how
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political opponents may be personal friends.
He was leader of this House for many
Years, and held various portfolios during
his leadership. I forgot for the moment
that amongst these had been t..e oftice of
Minister of Just'ce; I hope to occupy the
Position a good deal longer than he did.
I want to hold it as long as Sir Alexander
Campbell was a member of this House,
but [ am not anxious otherwise to be here,
I do not want a long term on the
other side. When Sir Alexander Camp-
bell became Lieutenant Governor I was
his chief adviser. We had to do with
political matters as well as other mat-
ters, and T am able to say that, during
the whole of his Lieutenant Governorship,
there was not one instanc> of friction be
tween us. Nordid that arise from our friend-
ship as making his case exceptional. I was
rime Minister under several other Gover-
nors who were strong Conservatives: Mr.
Robinson, Mr. Crawford and Mr. Kirk-
Patrick—all of whom were strong party
men—all were familiar with the duties of
Lieutenant Governor and with political
questions—and I had not one instance of
friction with any of them in any of the poli-
tical or other matters that came before us.
Why may T not have a like exp rience in|
my relations with this House? Now, this|

ouse follows to a large extent the course
of th. House of Lords. This House recog-
nizes the House of Lords as that public body
Which this House was constituted to signify
In our constitution here in Canada. There
are, of course, important differences which
Are unavoidable. This is a life appointed

ouse. The House of Lords contains very
few members of that kind and is mostly
heredimry. One advantage of that sys.
tem is that when a peer dies his successor
18 almost, sure to be of the same political
Party.  That has not been the case with |
regard to this House. During the last 18\
years, as the country was in the hands
of one political party, when Liberal mem-
bers dropped off Conservatives were put
I their places, and that is why the

Ouse is now constituted as it is. Then,'
38ain, there is a large respect existing in |
ngland, in all parties, for the old families |
and for old titles and for peers generally, |
and there is a prestige on that account which
¢annot exist here. A good dealis borne
rom the House of Lords—more probably

an would be borne from them if they were |

appointed as the members of this House are.
All that has to be considered. The
House of Lords is largely Conservative,
though mnothing like so Conservative
as this House is; still it is Conservative,
and its members endeavour to make the
House work with Liberal governments as well
as Conservative governments, and are con-
stantly passing, and feel it their duty to
pass, measures of a Liberal government of
which they do not themselves approve.
Very many instances of that kind will occur
to you. One was the Reforin Bill; that
was passed reluctantly by the House of
Lords. They did not believe init. It was
not only that it might lessen their own in-
fluence, they thought it would lessen the pros-
perity of the country, but still they submit-
ted toit. = There is an advantage which mini-
sters there have which does not exist in this
country and which could not exist in
this country under our constitution. The
ministers of the day there may, with the
consent of the Crown, add any additional
number of members to the House of Lords ;
and if the House of Lords refuses to pass
measures which a Liberal government desire,
there is always that power to prevent any
evil from that cause, and the very fact of
that power existing operates to prevent the
necessity of its being exercised. Accordingly
the Lords passed the Reform Bill. The
Catholic Emancipation Bill is another
example of the same thing. That bill
was passed by the House of Lords without
believing in it, but it was a demand of the
country through the popular House, and
the House of Lords acceded to it. The
repeal of the Corn Laws is another example.
Others are the Jewish Oaths Bill and some of
the bills passed in recent years with refer-
ence to Ireland, ameliorating the condition
of the people there. They did not believein
these measures, but they had been passed
by the House of Commons, and the House
of Lords acceded tothem. Now what is the
principle on which this House may be expected
to act in their present novel circumstances?
T know the House will not be an obstructive
House. Withalltheirexperienceoflegislation
and government and general atfairs and with
all the knowledge of history they possess, I
do not think it is in the mind of anybody
here that this House should be an obstructive
House towards the Liberal government.
Then what is the principle that is to
govern their duties here? What are our
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primary duties here? It is laid down, and other provinces represented at that con-
I presume correctly laid down, that our ference. The only two members who took a
special duty is to criticise, revise and amend ' different view in that respect were the Hon.
the measures that are sent up to us. There! William McDougall and myself. We spoke
are other things besides, but dealing now against it in bhe convention, but we got
with the measures sent up to us from the no help in the matter ; and we therefore
other House, those are the daties we have to accepted t. e proposition of our colleagues.
discharge here, and very important duties' We accepted it because we regarded con-
they are. It is very important for even: 'federation as a very great thing. It not
friends to criticise our work, to have friends: onlv put an end to the troubles then
revise it and friends amend it. I apprehend existing, but it laid the foundations of a great
that there is important work of that sort to : nation here, and we were Canadians enough
be done but not in a spirit of partisanship, to rejoice in preparing the way for a great
and I expect that this House, constituted nation. Canada has made great progress
as it is, will feel that to be so. It is since then, and I Lope under Liberal rule it
no wonder that, without experience, similar | will make greater progress still. T was re-
Houses have acted differently in the past. ' sponsible, therefore, in a measure for the
The old legislative councils, we know,{House being constituted as it is now. I
used to be obstructive to the popular shouldmybelf have preferred that in some way
Houses. That was one cause of the rebel- or other the House should be elected from
lion of 1837-38. That rebellion was sup- 'the first, but you cannot introduce an elec-
pressed.and everyone of usis glad that it was, ; tive system gradually. To make it effective
but after the rebellion was put down by the it would have to be introduced thoroughly
people of the country with little or no help and so as to affect the whole House at one
from England, responsible government was time. Such being the constitution of the
granted to one province after another, and House, and haung been appointed to the
then there was no further trouble with the position 1 occupy now, I mean to do my
iegislative councils. 1 have considerable best to make the system workable, to make
reliance upon the spirit in which legislation | the House such a House as one can defend,
will be investigated and treated here, even that it may have a larger awnount of conti.
when it is legislation which has not the dence in the country, and more supporters
approval of the party to which the in the country than it has now,—that, in
majority of this House belong. For my-|fact, it may be popular with both parties. It
self, I mean to use my best_endeavours | ris populax enough with one party now, butit
to do what can be done for the purpose | lsdpl\aythamtshuuldbepopularmbh onlyone
of making our constitution, as it st&ndmparby I shall do my best to point out the way
now, workable. I had something to do!in which I think it can be made popular with
with framing the present constitution odell consistently withits dignity and its rights.
this House, 1 was one of the ministers of | With this House I expect to be associated
Canada who took part in the Quebec Con-’during the remainder of my political life.
ference at which the constitution was agreed : I have come nearly enough to the end now
to by the representatl\ es of the various pro- | {to believe that I shall (he a member of this
vinces, the constitution which was after- House and a senator of Canada, and T
wards approved of by their respective legis- 1 shall endeavour to make the Senate so far
latures, and which having been put mto ;as they will permit me, acceptable to the
the form of an Impemal Act of Parlia- | whole country, even to those who have been
ment, is now our constitution. I do not say | ! | hitherto opposed to it.

that I then thought that the system adopted |

for this House was a safe system for us.| Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH Tt has been
I did not think so, but my leader, Mr. | for the last 18 years very acceptable.
George Brown, the leader of the Liberal |

party of his day—a, very strong man in every\ Hon. Sir OLIVER MOWAT—Yes ; to
respect—was in favour of an appointed {one party. T do not wish to enter into a
House, and a House appointed for life. 8o, ' controversy on the subject. Oneside or the
with the exception of two of us, were all the | other is wrong, but at all events it is not
other ministers from the then province of  acceptable to both parties—that is indis-
Canada, and the delegates from all the]putable T thought it a fitting thing, that
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the first time that I addressed the House on
an occasion of this kind, I should mention
those things which I have taken the liberty
of mentioning, and I hope that I have said
Nothing that hon. gentlemen will from their
Point of view consider seriously bad, and I
trust thatv the result of our deliberations
Will be satisfactory to the country.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.L)—I con-
tess to a considerable feeling of trepidation
In rising to address the House, following as
1 do the very eminent gentleman who has
Just addressed us. I feel tiat it is a sub-
Ject of sincere congratulation to this House

that my hon. friend has been appointed a
- Member of it. His long experience in pub-
lic life, his eminent services to his own pro-
Vince, his services even in the formation of
our confederation—all these things to-
gether serve to make him a very important
acquisition to this House; and after the
Speech which my hon. friend has delivered,
after the many kind and good things which
he has said about this Senate, we might al-
Most he inclined to doubt his heterodoxy
Upon almost any subject. He has certainly,
In commending this House and the mem-

ers of it individually—the choice that has
€en nade of them—paid a very high compli-
Ment indeed to the eminent statesmen lead-
Ing the Conservative party who have been
Tesponsible for most of the appointments
at have been made of the present senators.

Mmay say, however, that the very kind and
Complimentary words which the hon. gen-
teman has applied to the members of this

Ouse are modified in a slight degree

Y some of the positions that my hon.

"end happens to have taken regarding this

Ouse in his political life. If I mistake not,
?y hon. friend was the president of the In-
ETprovincial conference which met at Que-
we}?. In 1887, and T have read a resolution
as ich was passed by that body which is not
wh‘f(’mphmentary to the Senate as the speech

Ich has just been addressed to us.

find  that my hon. friend also
gvrl??‘ded at the Liberal convention
loc,mh met in Otta.wg in 13}93, and 1 have
at t(}id over a resolution which was adopted
co at convention which is also not so

Mplimentary to the Senate of Canada as
\Veh ®peech to which we l_lave just listene(_i.
spe ®n T read these resolutions and heard his

ech to-day T recalled the lines :

%gt :‘as all very well to dissemble your love,

" why did you kick me down stairs.

There is also another subject to which I
shall have to refer before I proceed to dis-
cuss the questions that have been hrought
before us in the address and have been so
ably dealt with by my hon. friend the lead-
erof the opposition, the mover and seconder
of the address and the hon. gentleman who
has just spoken. The present leader of this
House addressed a letter to the present
premier of this country which appeared in
the press on the 4th day of May last,in which
I find the following language :

It has heen suggested that I might take a seat in
the Senate instead of the House of Commons. I
perceive the advantages of this, both as regards
myself personally, and as regards the consideration
of future constitutional changes which would add
to the usefulness of that body, assumming that a
second chamber for the Dominion is to be retained.
How a second chamber consisting so largely of the
nominees of one party as the Nenate now does can
be just to a new government of another party
remains to be seen and the necessity of early
constitutional changes may depend on this.

It struck me, when I saw that address and
when I Leard afterwards of my hon. friend
being appointed toa seat in this House, that
the threat implied in the address of the hon.
gentleman was not consistent with his present
position as a minister of the Crown. My hon.
friend was not a minister of the Crown for
the Dominion when he wrote that address,
but he then intimated that he intended to
accept a position in the Cabinet and to be-
come a member of the Senate. I find in
Todd the following:

While the decision of the House upon any
guestion which is calculated to affect the relations
of ministers towards the House of Commons is
pending, it is highly irregular and unconstitutional
to refer to a dissolution as a probable contingency,
with a view to influence the conduct of members
upon the particular occasion. For the Houses of
Parliament should always be in a position to
exercise an unbiassed judgment on every question
brought before them, fearing neither the Crown
on the one hand, nor the people on the other.

As a member of this honourable body,
proud of being a member of it, although not
having a very long connection with it, and
having the respect which I have been com-
pelled to feel for each of its members indivi-
dually, T must protest against those state-
ments of my hon. friend in his address
which I have quoted, which involve a threat
from himself and the party to which he be-
longs that unless the members of this House
pursue a certain line of action, constitutional
changes will be brought to bear, and thus
our action is attempted to b= influenced by
that threat.
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Hon. Mr. DICKEY—We must behave. Hon. Sir OLIVER MOWAT — There

ourselves.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—If we behave
ourselves, all right ; if not, our independence

and freedom of action are to be attacked. If |great importance.

i

were more than that.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON —There may have
been, but I think there were only two of any
I think the hon. gentle-

time permitted, I could quote eminent British { inan from Halifax made the same statement

authorities on this subject.

Hou:e of Commons.
equally applicable to this House. On all occa-
sions when such threats have been made, the
members of the House of Commons have
resented them and the gentlemen making
them have had to explain them before their
fellow members. I could refer to the
opinion of Lord Russell, as expressed in

1858, when Mr. Disraeli nade the state-!
ment in Buckinghamshire that if gentle-|

men of the House of Commons chose to
oppose the government on certain measures
then before the country, they would have to
account for their actions before their consti-
tuents. When parliament met, Lord Rus-
sell, in a very dignified and argumentative
speech, took up vhe subject and had evidently
the fuil sympathy of the House on the
doctrine he laid down, that it was uncon-
stitutional for any miuister to throw
out a threat for the purpose of in-
fluencing the House on any matter then
before the country. That being the case,
my hon. friend himself will see that if it is
improper on the part of a minister of the
Crown to threaten the House of Commons
with dissolution unless they give their sup-
port to the ministers of the day, it is equally
improper for a gentleman who announced
his intention to become a minister of the
Crown, and who is now a minister of the
Crown, and a very important and leading
one to throw out an intimation, as my
hon. friend did, that if the Senate of Canada
was not just to the incoming administration
it might be necessary to reform it. I cannot
think that there was the slightest necessity
for any such intimation on the part of my
honourable friend. Indeed his own speech
to-day is the best possible proof that it was
not called for. He has himself admitted
that the history of this House is not such as
to warrant the belief that it would act
unjustly to any ministry. What has the
experience been ! When the Mackenzie gov-
ernment was in power, there were only two
in any way important measures of that
government that were defeated in the Senate
in the whole five years they were in power.

Those authori-|in this debate already, and it is substantially
ties refer to threats of dissolution of the . correct.

I also know that, since I have

But the principle is|been a member of this House myself, its

members have not been inclined to accept
unqualifiedly measures that the Conservative
government have seen fit to introduce. I
know it was so in the case of the Insolvency
Act, which, after having been introduced in
this House, was laid over for a year, when
it was reintroduced in 1895. The feeling
in this House was so decidedly against it,
voiced by the hon. member from Monck to a
considerable extent—and there is not a
stronger Conservative in the Dominion of
Canada than that gentleman—that the gov-
ernment thought it proper to drop that
measure. This Conservative House was not
inclined to carry the mneasure merely because
the Conservative government had introduced
it. I think the history of the Si-nate during
the last eighteen years, and during the time
the Mackenzie governmentwere in power, has
been such as to convince my hon. friend
(and I believe he is convinced judging by his
speech to-day) that they will be inclined to
treat measures coming before them, whether
from the government or otherwise, with
fairness and justice and not on strictly party
grounds. I was very much interested follow-
ing my hon. friend in discussing this question
of the Governor General’s warrant, and my
breath was almost taken away when I found
the hon. gentleman giving the weight ot his
very great authority in support of the con-
stitutionality of the issuing of these Gover-
nor General’s warrants under the circum-
stances which existed. In connection with
that matter, I have the opinion of a very
eminent man, for whose legal and constitu-
tional knowledge I know my hon. friend has
the very greatest possible respect- -Sir John
Macdonald—and T wish to show what his
opinions were on this subject. It will be
found that he took a diametrically opposite
view of the lJaw from what my hon. friend has
put before the House to-day. Itwasin 1878
when Sir Richard Cartwright, as Minister of
Finance, asked the House to sanction a vote
of money which had already been expended
by the use of Governor General’s warrants.
It was in the caseof some items that had been
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allowed to lapse. They had been voted in
the estimates « f the previous year, but were
not used within the year and were allowed
to lapse, and the Government could not re-
vive them by Order in Council, and conse-
quently they iscued a Governor General’s
warrant for these amounts. Here is what
Sir John Macdonald said about it. He
quotes the very same section of the law as
has been quoted by my hon. friend and
which was discussed yesterday, and he goes
on to say :

The whole meaning of the clause referred to
an unforeseen emergency, like that in St. John,
Where the fire swept away the public buildings, or
the case of an inundation by which the canal locks
were swept away, so that the minister could

onestly state that there was an urgent and im-
mediate necessity for the expenditure. But this
Was an attempt to set aside the authority and con-
t'rol of parliament, because the money had run out.
b‘lppose that instead of any one of these votes
being lapsed the whole of the money had been
expended and some of the work had been unfin-
ished, would uny hon. gentleman or constitutional
awyer contend that because the estimate voted by
Parliament was insufficient, the government could
1ssue a special warrant to finish those works?

hat was not the principle upon which such votes
were made. It would make parliamentary control
a farce, and worse than a farce.

The hon. gentleman goes on to point out
the utility of this safeguard against ex-
travagant expenditure on the part of the
government, and continues :

It was to prevent the government becoming des-
Potic, because they had a majority behind them,
that these statutes were passed. So wuch was
that the fact that, as they all knew, in a similar
case the British parliament was not satisfied, the

hancellor of the Exchequer was not satisfied, the

ritish parliament would not allow him to be
Satisfied by a subsequent insertion in the estimates
of the next year of the authorized expenditure of
the governmnent. In such cases there was an Act
of Indemnity introduced, such as, was introduced

Y the late government of which he had been a
Member, to cover the expenditure which they were
Ol)llged to make between the lst July, 1867, and
the first session of the first parliament of the
Dominion of Canada.

Here we had a case in point; the first
Parliament of the Dominion of Canada did
not meet for several months after the Con-
fedf!'r'a.t:ion Act came inforce. There was no
Parliament in Canada until October of that
year, and there were no supplies. The
government provided by Governor (reneral’s
Warrants in that case, which certainly
Vas an extraordinary one, and one which
t was impossible, I suppose, to have pro-
vided for, and yet parliament was obliged

afterwards, notwithstanding the Governor
General’s warrant had been issued, to pass
an Indemnity Act to legalize what had been
done. I submit that to my hon. friend, and
on further consideration and consulting
authorities such as the one I have quoted I
am satisfied he will change his mind. Sir
Richard Cartwright followed, in 1878, and
said :

While admitting generally the correctness of the
principle contended for by the hon. gentleman,
pointed out that there were cases of emergency in

which all goveruments must depart from the rule
laid down in the statute.

That is, there will come times when a
governwent must break the law. That was
the extraordinary argument set up by Sir
Richard Cartwright. Sir John replied
that he could hardly add anything after

the admission made by the JFinance
Minister, so he allowed the matter to
go. I submit to my hon. friend, in view

of such eminent authority and the experience
of the years 1878 and 1867, that the proper
thing for this government to do will be to
introduce an Act of Indemnity in order to
legalize what has been done.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Would the hon.
gentleman allow me to interrupt him for
one moment? I think the hon. gentleman’s
precedents are a little stale. If the hon.
gentleman will look at the speech made by
the present leader of his party in 1887, and
the speeches made again in 1891, when the
subject of Governor General’s warrants was
up, he will find something much more recent
and better authority.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—TI have not the
documents before me and cannot answer
the hon. gentleman, because they are not
here, but I rather cling to the opinion that
if my hon. friend from Halifax who has

just interrupted me compares what Sir John

Macdonald stated in 1878 which I have read
to you, with any subsequent utterance of
his on that question, he will find there is
not very much difference. Now my hon.
friend as well as the mover of the address
have claimed that that eminent parlixment-
ary authority, Todd, sustains the view which
they have taken in regard to the action of
the late parliament with reference to voting
supplies. In looking over that authority, I
think this view is far from clear. I am
quite free to admit that the general English
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practice, when a parliament dies by effiux of
time, or when ministers have lost the confi-
dence of parliament and a dissolution is

settled upon, is that full supplies for the'
next current year are not voted. That is.

the general rule which my hon. friend, the

leader of the House, read yesterday, but:

there was a notable exception to that in
1868 in England, when the full supplies for

the next current year were voted by common
The usual English practice is:

consent.
to provide such estimates, by common con-
sent, before the separation of parliament,
as will cover the necessary and ordinary
expense of the country up to the time

parliament usually assembles. That is the
Eunglish practice and the adoption of that

practice in Canada last year would have
ohviated the necessity for a session at
this period of the year.

in the House of Commons last winter we
would have had supplies, and this session
would have been rendered unnecessary. 1
say further that the Liberal-Conservative
party in 1873, when the case was almost
parallel with what it was last session—

tHon. Mr, SCOTT—No, no, you are alto-
gether wrong.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I am not wrong.

If that request
had not been opposed by the Liberal party

volume 2 of the Hansard last winter, page
7146, he will find Mr. Foster, speaking of
the estimates for the next fiscal year, said :

Mr. FOSTER—In the main estimates there
are two items that I would like to have passed.
What I want to ask hon. gentlemen opposite
'is to make it unnecessary that the House should
assemble here in July and have a summer session,
which is inconvenient and expensive as well.  The
. proposition I would make to them is, if they can-
not see their way clear to give us our working
estimates for next year, to give us, at least, two or
three months’ estimates, in order that parliament
way find it unnecessary to meet so soon. I think
there is nothing unreasonable in that.

Nir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT—It is utterly
impossible.

I say that in refusing two or three months
temporary supply there was a complete de-
parture from the English practice which, as
I have already said, and which Todd shows
most conclusively, is to grant temporary
| supplies, or limited supplies such as will be
' necessary until the usual time for parliament
-to meet. Parliament sits nearly the whole

vear round in England, and it is not neces-
isary to vote the samne amount of supplies as
.in Canada, but the proposition made by
Mr. Foster if agreed to by the Liberal
. party of the House of Commons, would have
|obviated the necessity of tuis session, and
;would have saved the tax-payers of the coun-
itry a large sum of money, and would have

The parliament was dying by eflux of tiwe, saved the members of both Houses the
as Mr. Todd puts it in his book. There is' great inconvenience of leaving their business
a foot note in Todd’s work referring to the |at this season of the year—having been
circumstance of 1878,and on the 6th of jengaged in the elections, almost since the
May of that year estimates for the year to be ! rising of the last parliament—to come here
entered upon were agreed to by the House and attend a session at this inconvenient
of Commons without any differenceof opinion ; season. For the expenditure incurred in
onthe part of hon. members except as to the | consequence of the failure to vote sup-
amount ; and the full supplies for the next cur- i plies, for the inconvenience to members
rent year were voted by parliament, and and the loss to the country, the opposi-
the Liberal-Conservative party. when placed ' tign in the House of Commons last session
in the same position as the Liberals were!must be held justly responsible. But turn-
placed last winter in the parliament of Can-'ing just for one moment again to the subject
ada, granted full supplies, and the result was of these Governor General’s warrants, it
it did not necessitate a session of parliament ' certainly seems to me that if the government
such as the one we are now having, and : must violate the law, and must have recourse
which will incur on the tax-payers of the|to Governor General's warrants, they should
country an expenditure of about half a mil-"have been very careful in their applications
lion dollars. Yesterday the hon. leader of for warrants. What do we find? We find
the Senate asked my hon. friend the leader|by returns submitted to the House of Com-
of the opposition for the parliamentary|mons the other day for the month of July
references in regard to the voting of tempor-| that one million and sixty-six thousand
ary supplies during the last session of par-'dollars odd were asked for. A warrant
liament. Now, I have the Hansard in my | was obtained for that amount, and up to the
hand, and if my hon. friend will turn to|time the return was laid on the table of the
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House, only a little over $600,000 was used
or accounted for. It is explained that a
portion of the money is for letters of
credit which have not yet been
returned, and which will account for a por-
tion of the money, but it is certain that a
large sum was asked for, and that the sum is
largely in excess of the expenditure for the
month of July. Then, on the 18th day of
the present month, only one day before the
assembling of this parliament, they applied
for and obtained another Governor General’s
warrant for another million dollars, which
is also in excess of the requirements of
the month of August. Here we have, one
day before parliament meets, the control of
this one million dollars taken out of the
hands of the representatives of the people
and takenhold of by the executive of the coun-
try. Remembering,as we very well do, when
ourfriends wereinopposition the strong objec-
tion they raised to the governmentof the day
using this power, it is very remarkable that
no sooner are they placed on the rreasury
benches and entrusted with power than they
use it, and, I think, contrary to law, and use
1t in excess of their immediate requirements;
andasthe House was so soontobe in session,
if they wereshortof anyamount it could easily
be obtained from parliament within a very
short time after the opening of the session.
In looking over the speech with which we
were favoured attheopening of thesession the
other day, it has been the subject of general
remark that it absolutely contains nothing.
We have been called for the purpose of vot-
Ing supplies and nothing else. It seems to
me that the honourable Minister of Justice
Proves too much. If it was so eminently
Proper on the part of the government to issue
Governor General’s warrants for a round
miltion dollars in the month of July and
another million dollars the day before parlia-
Ment met in the month of August, it would
be just as proper for them to have gone on
Or two or three months longer and obtained
all the money they wanted for carrying on the
dusinessof the countryinthe same way. Cer-
tainly, T think if they can satisfy the
Country that they have acted constitutionally
and legally in issuing these warrants in July
and August, they would have been able to sat-
Isfy the country had they made similar pro-
Vision for two or three months -following.

D view of the half a million that would

ave been saved to the country, they

Would have been justified in going a little

further and obtaining a few millions more to
avoid the necessity of this extra session.
That is if the Minister of Justice is
right in his view of the law. But we
are told there is to be no measure of im-
portance, beyond the voting of these supplies,
submitted to parliament on the present oc-
casion. The operation of the tanff is going
to be made the subject of careful inquiry
during the recess, with a view to the pre-
paration of such a measure as may, without
doing injustice to any interest, materially
lighten the burdens of the people. Now, in
connection with that, T would refer hon.
gentlemen to a speech made by the Hon. Mr.
Laurier, the Premier, at St. Johns, Que., in
July. He says:

Nothing will be done in this direction during the
coming session which will be exclusively devoted
to the voting of supplies. The following session
will probably take place in Junnary, 1897, and ere
then, the Hon. Mr. Fielding will have put himself
into communication with the managers of the
country and in fact withall sections of the people and
will bring down a tariff that will, besides giving
sufficient protection to the industries of Canada,
lighten the burden of taxation which weighs too
heavily upou the masses.

Now, I submit that this declaration is not
at all consistent with the expressions of the
Liberal party up tothe date on which the elec-
tions were last held. They have been vary-
ing their policy during the last eighteen
years that they have been in opposition : one
day it is a revenue tariff, another it is free
trade as it is in England, then it is com-
mercial union and then unrestricted reci-
procity, and then they come back to free
trade and to a revenue tariff; but
T have understood from the remarks of
the hon. gentlemen who have addressed
the House in the interest of the gov-
ernment, that their policy is to be a
revenue tarift. I submit that this declara-
tion of the Premier, and the speech we have
had from the Throne, do not at all indicate
the passage of arevenue tariff. If a revenue
tariff is to be the policy of the government,
it seems to me it is not at all necessary to
consult the manufacturers or any other sec-
tion of the people with regard to it. If
revenue requirements alone are to be taken
into consideration, it is not necessary to go
round the country consulting these people,
and this occupation and this industry and
that industry. All that has to be done is to
hew close to the line of revenue requirements,
let the chips fall where they may, but as
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soon as you begin to try to spare industries
and to build and encourage others, you admit
the principle of protection. Mr. Foster, when
Finance Minister, in the other House, a
year or two ago, gave a definition of the
difference between incidental protection and
protection, between a revenue tariff and a
protective system, and I think, if T heard
the mover of the address aright the other
day, he agreed with Mr. Foster’s definition,
as also did my friend the leader of the
Opposition. Mr. Foster said :

The difference between a revenue tariff and a
protective tariff is not that there may not be in
both an incidental protection, but that in a purely
revenue tariff that protection is simply incidental
and not designed ; whilst in a protective tariff it
is designed to be a protection and is put upon the
statute-book for that purpose.

T think it is a clear indication that there is
to be an entire departure from the principles
of the revenue tariff which the party have
been announcing since the elections and
some time before the elections, although
free trade, pure and simple, as they bave it
in England, was the main plank of the

party—
Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Never, never.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON —The hon. gen-
tleman shakes his head, and I presume he
shakes it sincerely, and I suppose he is speak-
ing his convictions when he says his party
did not go for free trade as they have it in
England, but I do not think my hon. friend
travelled through the country during the
elections, because if he had he would have
heard something quite ditferent. Down in
the coal area of the Maritime Provinces
the candidates of the Liberal party de-
clared for protection for coal. In an-
other part of the country the changes were
rung on the great advantages of free trade
over protection, while in the city of Mon-
treal, as every hon. gentleman knows, the
leader of the government himself declared
that the policy of the party would be to have
raw materials free, including coal and iron.
I am sure my hon. friend the Secretary of
State when he dissents from what I have said,
is speakingwhathefeels,and thatheisexpress-
ing his own experience with regard to the pol-
icy of the party; but, unfortunately,
most of us will agree that my hon. friend,
when he says that, cannot speak for the
representatives of the party in many of the

other provinces of Canada. Now, if time
permitted, I might turn up declarations of
Liberal gentlemen to show that a revenue
tariff was the platform of the party, adopted,
for instance, at this convention to which a
reference was made. It is not necessary to
take up the time of the Senate in reading
these things. Most gentlemen are familiar
with them, but at that convention the Hon.
Mr. Laurier made use of these words :

I say that the policy should be a policy of free
trade —

Here my hon. friend was evidently upon
pretty safe and sure ground, but when he
spoke in St. Johns, Quebec, about sending
Mr. Fielding through the country to con-
sult the people, it is plain that he has more
than revenue requirements in view, and he
is to consult these parties to see how far it
is possible to protect them in a tariff framed
by the Liberal party :

I say the policy should be a policy of free trade
such as they have in England, but I am sorry to
say that the circumstances of the country cannot
admit at present of that policy in its entirety. But
I propose to you that from this day henceforth it
would be the goal to which we aspire. I propose
to you from this day, although we cannot adopt
the policy itself, to adopt the principle which
regulates it ; that is to say, that though it should
be your misfortune for many years to come to have
to raise a revenue by customs duties, these duties
should Le levied only so far as is necessary to carry
on the business of the government. I subwit to
you that not a cent sheuld be extracted from the
pockets of the people except every cent goes into
the treasury of the people and not into the pockets
of every one else. Let it be well understood that
from this moment we have a distinet issue with
the party in power. Their ideal is protection, our
ideal is free trade. Their immediate object is pro-
tection, ours a tariff for revenue only. Upon this
issue we engage the battle from this moment for-
ward, and I ask you once more never to desist
until we have achieved a victory.

Then the leadership was divided in the
Liberal party before the elections. My hon.
friend Mr. Davies was leader in the Mari-
time provinces, under the general leader
Mr. Laurier. After the holding of the
convention in June, 1893, Mr. Davies went
to Middleton, N.S., and made a speech,
which I have here, carefully reported, and
revised, I have no doubt, by himself. It
was published some weeks after its deliv-
ery. He says:

In ordinary times the difference between politi-
cal parties are frequently those between the ‘“ins”
and “‘outs,” but there comes times when little
party issues disappear and the great historical par-
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ties of the country divide upon some vital issue

Which affect not the present but the future inter-

ests of the people. To-day the people of Canada

8tand face to face with such an issue, and the next

Contest is to be one between free trade and pro-
ction.

Now my hon. friend the Secretary of
State, when he shook his head in dissent a
few minutes ago, could not fairly make that
dissent, apply to utterances of his party in
the part of Canada to which I belong :

What are the policies of the two parties? The
fOVemment say to you we will give you tariff re-
orm, but it must be on the lines of the protective
tariff, Whatever else we may change that prin-
¢iple must be preserved sacred and intact. We
Will reform the tariff. We will change the inci-
dence of the duties, but will never consent that
the old policy be given up, modified or changed.

he policy of the Liberal party on the contrary is
the reform of the tariff by the elimination from it
Ol every vestige of protection.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Hear, hear.
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—He continued :

In our convention platform we denounced the
Protective system as unfair, unjust and burden-
8ome, We ‘arraigned it for being the author of
Many of the evils under which Canada is suffering
to-day. We chargeditas being largely accountable
for the frightful exodus of our population, which
18 the dismay of our more thoughtful minds. We
Say that to it may be credited in a large measure

¢ depreciation of the value of real estate through-
out this country. We say the stagnation of trade,

e hard times which are felt everywhere can fairly

€ attributed in a large measure to this policy and
We demand its elimination from our tariff and the
Teturn vo those old free trade privileges under
Which Canada was brought up and for so nany
Years prospered.

And I may quote a speech of Sir Richard
artwright to the same effect, and also
8nother speech by Mr. Davies in 1893,
f’fhfm he said this system of protection was
& cursed system,” and when Mr. Foster
Checked him for cursing he said, “ Yes,
Sursed by God and man.” What do we
find to-day? We find the hon. Premier of
anada, speaking at St. Johns, declaring
that his Finance Minister will go over the
®untry, and consult the maunufacturers and
8l other classes of people, in order, as it
%3ys in the speech, that no injury will be
Oe to anybody in the formation of the
tariff, which means, in other words, that the
protgctive principle is still going to be re-
:(’gmzed in the re-framing of the tariff. If
hese words do not mean that, I am not
able to ynderstand plain English. Now, if

the principle of a revenue tariff is going -
to be applied, why delay a couple of
months in order to bring about that result?
As I said before, it is not necessary, if that
is the principle to be followed, to go round
consulting anybody. The only great objects
to be considered are the burdens that it is
proposed to be imposed on the tax-payers,
and the productiveness of the tax. These
are the only two considerations, and I can-
not see why it would be necessary for the
Finance Minister to make excursions
through the country and take up his time
consulting manufacturers or any other class,
if it is proposed to adopt a revenue tariff.
And why this delay? If we are right in
understanding the government to adopt
the revenue tariff, why this delay? T admit,
if a protective tariff is going to be formed,
if we are going to have the tariff changed,
but the principle of protection is to be
retained, of course, it is necessary to proceed
with care, and consult the manufacturers
and agriculturists, and other classes of the
people ; but if revenue requirements is to
be the sole and entire consideration,
there is no necessity for this delay. The
tariff might be submitted to us, and the
changes brought about during this session.
I say that the delay is unnecessary, and we
admit cheerfully and freely that all delays
of this kind are injurious. We admit that
the delay in the readjustment of the tariff
some years ago by the late government did
work injuriously, but owing to the principle
on which the tariff was proposed to be ad-
justed, maintaining the protective system, it
was impossible that it should be done in a
hurry. As the protective principle was to
be recognized, the manufacturing interests
had to be consulted and great care had to be
taken, but in the present instance, if the
protective principle is not going to be recog-
nized, I submit that the tariff should be
dealt with at once, and this delay, which is
so injurious to the country, should be pre
vented, Now I will show hon. gentlemen
what eminent authorities of the Liberal

party thought of this delay in 1893, and

what they thought of sending round the
Finance Minister to consult the different
industries of the country. Sir Richard Cart-
wright said then :

Over and above all the hon. gentleman has been
good enough to say that a grand progress is to be
instituted. Is it to be by caravan or Jamaica car,
Mr. Speaker? Four Cabinet Ministers, no, two
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Cabinet Ministers and two apprentice boys will
pedile old taxes for sale about the Dominion. 0ld
taxes for sale, that positively is to be the policy of
the hon. gentlemen.

Now that appears to be the policy of hon.
gentlemen opposite on the present occasion.
They are going to send Mr. Fieldinyg about the
country, but it is not stated whether he is to
be accompanied by the controllers. They
are to cease to be apprentice boys and to
become full-fledged ministers. Sir Richard
Cartwright says:

The hon. gentleman proposes during the whole
year, if he really means what he says, to unsettle
all trade, to unsettie all manufactures. Nobody
is to know where he stands until the hon. gentle-
man and his colleagues have completed their
pilgrimage, and until a sufficient number of the old
taxes have been sold. But, sir, if the hon. gentle-
man does not mean it, if all this is simply a device
to gain time, if there has been a private arrange-
ment with certain protected manufacturers that
they need not disturb themselves, that this will all
come out right, that it will be managed in such. a
way that their interests at any rate will not suffer,
then I venture to say a greater farce was never
played off on any country than the proposition of
the hon. gentleman to take a whole year and
carefully consider what the Finance Minister ought
to be able to advise the country on to-day.

Then another eminent gentleman, who is
now Controller of Customs, Mr. Paterson,
said :

I have noticed the government supporters have
been insulted as I thought in many ways. *
If there ever was an insult rendered to members of
parliament it is rendtred to them now in the plan
he has just declared he is going to pursue.  Why
not consult the members of this House? * * *
But no, he declares in fact that they are not able
to guide him in this matter, that he himself will
associate with himself three other experts, and
that during the recess they will ascertain the state
of the country and what the duty of the govern-
ment is. These four gentlemen will do what?
They will make a personal inspection of the ditfer-
ent industries of the country. 1 trust they will
do that in a proper manuer if they will undertake
it at all. Does the hon. gentleman know the task
he is undertaking ? Does he propose when he says
that only to select two or three or a dozen manu-
facturers and ask their views and learn from them
what the government ought to do in the best
interests of the whole country.

Mr. Paterson then goes on to show that
there are 75,000 odd industries in the
country, and if the minister will consult
with all of them he will have to visit 252
factories per day. That was the task that Mr.
Paterson set for Mr. Foster. Now they
propose to send their own Finance Minister
round on a similar errand in order that

injury shall be done to nobody in the framing
of the tariff. Mr. Paterson continues :.

How about getting the views of the wmen, the
artisans who are workers in these factories ? Isno
time to be taken to have these men, whose interests
are just as dear to them, whose rights are to be
maintained by a righteous government as much as
those of the men who ewmploy them?  What
about the great agricultural class ?  Are they to be

heard? Arve they to have time to present their
case? * ¥ %

Business men of the country and
manufacturers cannot tell what is to be the policy
and what changes are to be made by the govern-
ment. I venture to say the hon. gentiemar has
unsettled business and has created a feeling of
disquiet and fear, if not panic, throughout the
length and breath of this Dominion.

This is what Mr. Paterson said less than
three years ago with regard to the course
then pursued hy the Conservative govern-
ment in delaying the readjustment of the
tariff and then proposingto consult themanu-
facturers and agriculturists and all other
classes of the country. If this was true
then—if the argument was sound then, it is
equally true and sound now. It is very
much more in point now, because, if my hon,
friend the Secretary of State is right, that
the idea is to frame a purely revenue tariff,
there will be much greater changes following
the new tariff than the readjustment of three
years ago, and business men and manufac-
turers will be affected in a far greater degree
by the proposed changes now than they
could have been by the changes in 1893 and
1894. With regard to these changes in the
tariff, I submit to hon. gentlemen a few
ficures with regard to the Nova Scotia coal
mines. The Finance Minister comes from
Nova Scotia. He has been the premier
of the Nova Scotia government, and
that government has benetited, as a gov-
ernment, from the operations of the
National Policy more than any other gov-
ernment in Canada. In 1372 the royalties
received by the government of Nova Scotia
from coal were a little over 864,000 In
1878, under the Mackenzie government and
the tariff then in existence, this amount had
fallen to $42,859. There was a decrease
of $21,000 in the royalties received by the
provincial government of Nova Scotia for
coal. In 1894, the amount of royalties
had risen to $209,330—increased by nearly
500 per cent under the national policy.
I am sure I speak the opinion of the
present premier and members of the Nova
Scotia government when I say that they
have invariably assured the people down
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there that no part of the Liberal policy would
e to remove the duty from coal unless
ree access could be got to the markets of
the Unijted States. I know that has
en the steady declaration of these gentle-
Men. The provincial government, of which
M, Fielding was premier, has profited to
the extent I.have shown by the develop-
Went of the coal industry, which is due to
the National Policy. During the five years
that the Mackenzie government was in
Power the coal industry dwindled down, as
the amount of the royalty derived from it
Plainly shows, while during the 18 years
Since, there has been a remarkable develop-
Went, from which the Nova Scotia govern-
Dent has largely benefited. There is an-
Other matter on which they have assumed
“onflicting attitudes, and it is to my mind a
Very interesting subject, and I do not think
that hon. gentlemen opposite will have any
Objection to give me an explanation. My
on. friend, the Minister of Justice, as pre-
ier of the province of Ontario, some two
Or three years ago, put the sum of $25,000
10 the estimates as bounties for the produc-
lon of iron in the provivee of Ontario.
e subject was discussed in this House and
Wy hon. friend, the Secretary of State, when
® matter was brought up here, did not hesi-
tate to say that it was a piece of folly. I
4m not going to settle which of these hon.
gentlemen is right in regard to the matter.
Suppose the $25,000 estimates for iron pro-
Uced in the province of Ontario was a
Youthful indiscretion on the part of the Min-
Ster of Justice, and that his folly will
®ase with his youth, and that he will
D0t continue foolish in spite of age and
“Xperience, and his contact with my hon.
f“eﬂ(l, the Secretary of State. References
ave been made to the complexion of the
abinet in the variousdiscussions withregard
the present position of public affairs, and
the address usually furnishes (although
there is not much in itself) a wide range for
'Scussion and the complexion of the govern-
?iﬁnt properly comes in for consideration at
18 stage. I must say a most extraordinary
‘ourse hags been pursued in the formation of
Sells government.  The premier has not
reotted his colleagues altogether from the
Anks of the men who had fought side by side
Ny him in the political arena of the Do-
'on, and who had been before the country
Ominion public men. He has, to a large

®Xtent, departed from that rule—has passed
4

over these men, and after the elections
were found to be successful to his party,
has filled important places in his Cabinet
with men who had not been before
the electors and who could not have been
anticipated by the electors to be members
of a Cabinet if the party succeeded. I do
not think this was right to the electorate.
When the people of the country go to the
polls, they not only vote on the great ques-
tions before the country, but also vote, to
some extent at least—I daresay to a very
large extent—in accordance with the esti-
mate they form of public men that are
seeking their confidence. It was natural
and right that that should guide the
electors to a large extent, and it is but
fair to assume that the people of Canada,
in giving the votes they did give, assumed
that in the formation of the govern-
ment to rule the country for the next five
years it woull be composed largely of men
who are not the men selected by Mr.
Laurier. T do not think he was acting con-
stitutionally and it was not doing justice to
the electors of Canada. But there is an-
other objection, and I think it is a very
strong one—that is, that the premiers of
the different provinces should be, as T fear
was the case in the present instance, induced
to exert the influence of their administrations
to procure their own personal advancement.
Indeed, T have seen the statement made not
long ago as early as the Ottawa convention of
1893 that it was settled in the minds of the

leaders of the party that Mr. Blair and Mr.

Fielding should be taken into the Cabinet if
the Liberals reached power. It is an unde-
sirable, almost a dangerous state of things,
to our federal institutions that we should
bave provincial premiers, with all the power
and prestige that their governments possess
behind them, working, no doubt in their
estimation for the public good, but with this
reward before them, that if they succeed
they will be taken out of the provincial
argna and made members of the Federal
Cabinet. We know that in the Maritime
provinces, in some of them at least, extra-
ordinary influences were exercised in the
federal elections by the provincial govern-
ment and it leads to the belief on our part
that this extraordinary effort made by these
premiers and their colleagues was intensified
to a considerable extent by the belief that
they would themselves benefit by a change
that would be brought about if their party
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succeeded to power. It isa pity that such
a thing should be done. T cannot rvefrain
from expressing my satisfaction that this
wholesome rule was not departed fromn in

the province from which T come, and that.

Mr. Davies was taken into the Cabinet to

represent the province of Prince Edward.

Island. "In that case Mr. Laurier did

what was right.

same degree that Mr. Davies was. No far
as Prince Edward Island is concerned, there

is no reason to complain, but in the cases of :

Nova Scotia, New Brunswick and Ontario,
an entively different rule has been followed,
and I think it is not just to the people.
The perpetuation of any such thing will

strain our federal system morve than any-.

thing else T have in view at the present
time. I do not think it is necessary to
make much reference to the Manitoba
school question on the present occasion. 1
have not much favlt to find with
what the Minister of Justice has said
with regard to «uestions of creed and
race generally.
may have been blamable in the past with
regard to bringing these questions up. 1

have nothing to say as to that, but 1 must!

say, as far as this Manitoba question is con-

cerned, it had been forced into the federal:

arena by the action of the Liberal party in
the province of Manitoba, and it was kept
there and perpetuated by the Liberal party
generally. Tt is a matter of very great re-
gret that such should have been done, and
there is grave reason to fear that there has
been an understanding from first to last be-
tween the federal members of the Liberal
party and the government of Manitoba with
regard to that question. What did we see
the other day? Statements hzxye been made
in their press that the matter 1s practically
settled—not exactly confirmed by the state-
ment of the Minister of Justice in this House
—but we see these statements renewed, and
strongly renewed, and we have seen Mr.

Sifton’s statement, that a basis was arrived

at and the question was practically settled.
Can it be that this question, for which no
solution could be found from the time the
Manitoba School Act was passed in 1890 up
to the present time, can be settled by an
agreement between the new Federal Cabinet
and representatives of the Manitoba govern-
ment in a very few days? If such is the

There was no other
man of the Liberal party in the pro-!
vince at all entitled to the position in the:

1.

One party or the other.

ccase, if the commission which has been so
i long promised is not to be appointed and it
|is found that these gentlemen can come to-
- gether and effect a settlement satisfactory to
all parties—that is what I suppose is meant
by a settlement—it will be a very severe re-
tlection, to my mind, on the politics of Canada.
Tt will show that this question was initiated
and kept open year after year for the purpose
of embarrassing and driving from power the
political party that had so long ruled in
Canada and had been so satisfactory to its
people for a long term of years; and in the
confusion and excitement consequent upon
‘this school question this party was driven
from power and another party comes in;
and if it is found that the government of
Manitoba will yield to them at once and
settle the question on abasis satisfactory to
“all parties, though it is a good thihg tor the
public as a whole, it is a deplorable thing in
view of the character it will give our politics
in the eyes of the world. T trust the ques-
“tion will be settled.  Every man who desires
; the good of the country cannot help wishing
that it can be removed from the arena of
federal politics as soon as possible, but I
have no hesitation in recording my own be-
lief that the candid historian of the last six
years will be constrained to record some very
severe facts against the character of the men
i who brought this questionintofederal politics
tand kept it that way for so long a period of
. time.

Hon.. Mr. BOULTON—I have always
'taken advantage of the debate on the
jaddress to discuss public questions that are
“before the country because an opportunity
is afforded to those who discuss them, with-
out being confined in their linits to the
exact form in which the speech of His
Excellency may be presented to the House.
Before commencing to make any remarks
upon the public questions of the day I desire
to unite with those gentlemen who have
already spoken in such sympathetic terms
of the late Sir David Macpherson and the
late Mr. Read who have been taken from us
since the last session of parliament. I can-
not add anything to what has already been
said of their character and the great political
experience that they brought to bear upon
the country during their life time. They were
among the original appointees to this honour-
able House, and ever since confederation
the country has had the benefit of their
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large political experience and business saga- over and members who sat on the left of the
city, with all the advantages that flowed : Speaker for so many years are now sitting
from it. T should like to add to the name  on the other side of the House. In conse-
of those two honourable senators who have E quence of the formation of the Senate it has
gone to their last rest the name of my old not been necessary for every one to change
friend, Mr. Monk, one whom I may say has their seats, but the leading members of the
been a familiar fizure on Parliament” Hill government have come over to take their
for so many vears. He was carried away seats on the right of the Npeaker as the
very suddenly during the last week, and as a leaders of this House in giving forth the
Personal friend of mine I desire to put upon  government policy. I may say what the
record my high appreciation of his high |leader of the House has already said with
Personal qualities. I also desire to l'eferh‘egm'd to the Senate, I feel sure will be re-
Wwith great satisfaction and pride which I!ciprocated by every member of this hody,
feel ascured that every Canadian will feel {and that the spirit as applied to the statutes
In the success that Canadians have met with tor legislation to Le brought up for passage

during the past yvear in the athletic sports

of the world. They have carried off prizes
in every quarter and every phase of athletic
life. T'am sure there will be a glow of pride
in the minds of every Canadian who appreci-
ates prowess in all these walks, especially
anadian mavksmanship in the winning of
the Kolapore cup at Bisley and the winning
of the Queen’s prize and other prizes by the
artillery of Canada, by the presence of the
fire brigade of Montreal, who won eulogis-
tic praises from the people of London for
the excellence of their attainments in their
Sphere of activity. Then we had the city
of Winnipeg send a four-oared crew of young
%arsmen down to Halifax and to Brockville
and to Saratoga, and at every one of these
Places they came off victorious as champions
of America. Then again, within the last
day or two, a yachﬁ)uilt and manned by the
Young nen in the city of Toronto, running
AZainst a yacht built and manned in the
City of Chicago, on two successive days
as been successful in carrying off the
Prize for which they were challenged to
Tan, and Commodore Boswell, of the Royal
Anadian Yacht Club, deserves our congra-
Wations for its success. The ¢(Glencairn,”
of Montreal, took an ocean voyage and car-
Yted off the championship of America in the
alf rater competition in yachting circles.
Might mention other instances, but these
re prominent of the vigour of our race,
and these young Canadians are the forerun-
ers of those who will make Canada famous
n the history of the world. The conditions
Under which we meet to-day, honourable
gentlemen, are somewhat different from
€ conditions under which we met here
WO or three months ago. Since that time
Ve have had a general election and there
3 been what is termed a complete turn-

in this House from the Lower House, or the
policy of the country, will not be received by
this House in a contentious or partisan man-
ner, and he will fecl just as comfortable in
his seat here with a Conservative majority
against him in conducting the aftairs of the
Senate as if he was sitting with a large ma-
jority at his back. That is the experience
that I have gained of this House in some
sceven or eight vears. I think the Senate is
highly honoured in having in our new leader,
one who ovcupies such a high position in the
minds of his countrymen, placed at the head
of the present government in this House.
We can appreciate the confidence he has re-
posed and the words he has used in com-
mendation of the Senate as part of the con-
stitution of Canaia. While reforms are
always in order and should always be kept
in view, yet the reforming of a body of this
kind should be very mature and not under-
taken without judgment ; its independence
and legislative experience is its value, and
the idea of abolishing the Senate is not one
that would commend itself generally to the
public. So far as T have seen myself, T have
seen the great value in the working of the
Senate, although its value does not appear
to the country the same as the workings of
the House of Commons. 1t does not receive
the same notice in the public press, and any
notice that it does receive sometimes is not
very complimentary. Under these cir-
cumstances we cannot wonder that it
is not made so popular in the pub-
lic minds as the other House. But we
feel perfectly confident that it is a valuable
and necessary adjunct to the legislation of
the country and to its constitution. Before
proceeding with my remarks which are
generally couched upon the merits of free
trade, I should like to offer my congratula-
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tions to the leader of the Government on!gether conducive towards class interests as
his accession to office. He has been in|against the interests of the people, and they
opposition for the past 18 years. He has have gradually drifted further and further
been for a great many years leading the back, becoming more and more conservative
opposition, and to-day he has received the, in the hands of what is called the monopolies
merits of a long service to the country in!of the country rather than in the hands of
the cold shades of opposition by being placed , the people. They fell a victim to the prin-
at the head of the country. I feel quite ciples or want of principles in protection
sure from his character and ability that he/which are inseparable from the purchase
will do justice to the position he occupies, that ; and sale of legislation, a commercial system
he will be judged by the merits of the policy | that will undermine the best regulated
that he advocates and the faithfulness with | political family in the world. For that
which he carries out the pledges he made to  reason the country has decided against
the country on attaining office. In advanc-them ; but, as I said before, there are clear
ing towards the principles of free trade I canindications that while the Liberal govern-
assure him, so far as any support I am able | ment is now in power that Conservative
to give, it will be given most heartily and ; element which has always been manifested
cordially. T have long felt that the aboli- |in the government of the country is still
tion of protection is an absolute necessity 'present in the minds of the people, and I
for the safety, welfare and prosperity of the  think in our worthy leader here, from the
country. I have also felt that there; utterances he has put forth, we have assur-
is no medium between free trade and ance that this conservative principle will
protection, and that it is impossible to:be preserved, so far as he is concerned.
run with the hare and hunt with the hound, "\Vhat makes e say that the country is to a
and for that reason I have nailed my colours | large extent still Liberal-Conservative in
to the mast for free trade and will doitheir views is the fact that the plurality of
my best to continue to advocate those|votes in the last election, according to a cal-
principles and point out those ideas in order  culation I read, were 413,000 for the Con-
that they may as rapidly as possible be|servative party, and 397,000 for the Liberal
reached. For that reason it has been a party, and 80,000 of an independent vote.
source of gratification to me that the Now, while the Conservative party cannot
present government has taken its place at | claim any comfort from that vote presented
the head of affairs as opponents of pro-|to the people in that way, because the 80,000
of the independent, uninfluenced by the

tection. I think myself it is generally
conceded that they have presented to the!ties of either party, were opposed to the

country a strong government. It cannot be |
denied by the present government or by the |
country generally but that the people have
shown themselves to be Liberal-Conserva-
tives. The voting that has taken place I
think shows that pretty clearly. When
confederation was first established in 1867
the party was formed into a Liberal-Con-
servative party. Sir John Macrdonald in
order to bring about confederation united
the two political parties that were at
that time existing and formed what is|
called a Liberal-Conservative party. With
the exception of five years durivg which
the Liberal party were in power that
Liberal-Conservative party has been inj
power until the present moment and it is!
possible that it would have continued
in power if the past government had not
gradually abandoned the liberal principles
of their party and adopted ultra conserva-
tive principles. Their legislation was alto-

policy of the late Conservative government.
But while they were opposed to it in that
way they took an independent position in
order that they might watch from an inde-
pendent standpoint the proceedings which
would take place when the new government
took the reins of office. For that reason T
felt myself that it is possible that it will
cause the present government to toe the
mark more closely in the conduct of affairs,

{and also to be more particular than it might

otherwise have been, if the majority had
been overwhelming on their side, in carry-
ing out the pledges and principles on which
it is generally understood they have attained
to power. Now, in the past election and

{for some time, T have ranked myself among

the Patrons of Industry. In the stand I
took in the last election I allied myself with
the Patrons of Industry, which is an organiza-
tion of the farming community. And while
I donot pretend to be in accord with all the
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Views that are expressed by the organization,
or with the course they thought wisest to
take as a political party, yet my sympathies
Wwere entirely with them in the efforts they
Wwere putting forth. They are, as I said he-
fore, an organization of farmers, though as
Yet without much political experience. The
farming community, although in a vast’
Majority in the eountry, are in a minority .
In its legislative power, and while, as I said
before, I do not altogether approve of their |

ecoming a distinct political party, yet I
certainly think that their influence in the
councils of the country should be much
greater than it is. The industrial population
- of Canada numbers 1,320,000 souls. That
1s the industrial workers—the males over 15
Years of age. In that is not included the
" females, such as domestic servants and wo-
men and children working in the mills; but’
the industrial workers of the country are
1,320,000 males. Of that population 620,-.
000, or exactly one-half, are connected with
the soil; so that the farming community !
humbers 50 per cent of the whole of the
Industrial population of the country. The:
rest of the population is made up of the
various professions, the manufacturers,
trade and transportation, labourers, etc., and
of the whole of that industrial population'
t}}e farming community numbers one-half.

ow, in the representation that has been
sent to parliament during this late-election,
We find that there are 63 lawyers as repre-
Sentatives of the people, and in drawing:
Public attention to that fact I do not desire
to cast any slur upon the attainments of
our professional classes. I forget exactly
s to the others though I saw the figures— |
the number of doctors, the number of mer- |
chants and so on ; but of the 215 represent- |
atives to parliament for the ensuing five!
5'$al's, only 33 farmers have been returned. :

Ow while the farming community represent :

one-half of the whole industrial population |
of the country, they have only been able to'
Send 33 of their own number to the legisla- i
tive halls of parliament to represent the

agricultural classes, I say, hon. gentlemen,
that there must be something wrong, there
Must he something either wrong with the
armers themselves, with their education or
their capacity, or there must be something
Wrong in the mode in which the conventions
are conducted which throws the influence

‘of Manitoba.
"very successful in electing representatives,
_because they were tighting their way be-

a‘.’f power into the hands of the people who
Ve in the towns rather than in the rural |

districts. The party system which narrows

- the choice of the people to two candidates

has mostly to do with that particular state

'of affairs and in order to avoid and to change

it, as I said before, the Patrons of Industry
have formed an organization for the purpose
of remedying that grievance, remedying
what I consider to be an evil because it is an
evil. The people with the greatest capacity
in Canada I believe may be found amongst
the farming community. They are the

“guardians of the soil, which is the backbone

and safety of the country. They are the

“producers of the largest amount of wealth,

and the majority of the exports is the product
of their industry, and in every way they are
entitled to a greater representation at the
hands of the people of Canada than is pre-
sented to us in the election of only 33 out of
215 members, and for the purpose of remedy-
ing that, as T said before, this organization
was formed. Thirty-three is the influencethey
are able to wield in the caucus of the parties
which determines their policy. In a caucus
of their own organization they are not dom-
inated by those powerful influences that
control parties under protection. In order

“to assist them and show my sympathy in
iregard to that, I took my stand with the

Patrons of Industry, being as well close-
ly identified with the farming interests
They certainly were not

tween two old organized parties and it was
an uphill work. But at any rate they showed
their strength and they have induced
a certain amount of respect for themselves
in so far as they have shown that they can
control the balance of power in the con-
stituencies where they have placed their
candidates. Where there were three can-
didates it has unsettled the representation
and made a material difference T have no
doubt in the return of the members of par-
liament. It is only for the farmers gener-
ally to recognize that this association is of
some value to themselves, and when they
ally themselves more generally with it
then they may expect to increase their re-

resentation in parliament and when they do
o I think that the parliament of the country
will be greatly advantaged by it. Now,
Mr. Speaker and hon. gentlemen, I cannot
agree with those who have found fault with
the Hon. Mr. Laurier in the utterances he
felt it advisable to set forth with regard to
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the deepening of the canalsand his 1efexence | through one or two or three States, is made

to the fisheries. I think that the utterances

that he gave to the public through the inter- ' i

view, which has been made a part of the
legislative records of the country in so far
as it was read out in the House of Commons
and has been constantly referred to, were
very timely. What do we find at the pre-
sent moment? We find the Marquis of

when
is of
Eng-

same

can be brought about in place of war
vexed tuestions arise. The question
very great interest to every one in the
lish-speaking world. We find at the

.ment of Great Britain

free and common to all. We see that the
improvements on that river are placed in
the hands of a commission. The govern-
gave a loan of
750,000 towards the improvement of the
channel of the River Danube, and the

ichannel was deepened from 9 to 20 feet at

.the mouth so that the ocean trade can
Salisbury and the Secretary of State of the

United States engaged id trying to mature
a plan by which international arbitration :

time that Lord Russell of Killowen, the Lord

Chief Justice of Great Britain, has made

his visit to the United States a mission:

of peace with the same object in view,
and has expressed himself in the city
of New York in the same manner.
certainly only an act of graciousness and
courtesy on our part to hold out to the
people of the United States the same feelings
of friendship that are now being displayed
between these two great leading nations.
So far as the deepening of the canals is con-

It is:
_clally.

penetrate those States. It seems to me, hon.
gentlemen, that that iz somewhat of a
parallel case to the present one.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C)—On

what security was the loan made !

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —TUpon the security
of the improvements. I believe the improve-
ments were in the hands of a commission. A

ismall toll was charged in order to pay for

the cost. I cannot tell exactly what the
returns are, or how it has turned out finan-
All T can say is that Great Britain
joined with the other foreign countries in

.making these improvements to open up the

River Danube, and the trade was distributed

'through it to other parts of the world.

cerned, it is a que:tlull that is looked upon

with great favour in our western country,

and, apart from the view that I had ex-|

pressed upon in regard to Mv. Laurier’s
utterances, it would be only my duty to sup-
port him in the effort towards deepening.
the canals of the St. Lawrence River.
we require in our western country is cheaper
transportation and greater facilities for get-
ting rid of our produce, and I can see no dif-
ference between deepening the canal by a
joint action on the part of the people of the
United States and the people of Canada
can see no difference from the position that
we occupy to-day, because two-thirds of the
produce of the North-west Territories and
Manitoba goes through the Evie Canal by
way of New York, and if we can improve our
channel of communication, if we can change

What -

Hon. Siv MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Does not the Danube run through two or
three states or countries !

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I think it runs
through two or three States— Austria, Tur-
key, Ser via, ete.—but some of the states are

.small in compurison with our country here.

the policy of our coasting trade so that that

communication and that great western
trade can be diverted to our own country I
say so much the better.
our sovereignty or giving up our rights to

So far as resigning

I think there are many other instances in
which the riparian rights of those who reside
behind may be considered in the (uestion,
and in discussing that question we can dis-
cuss it trom the standpoint of the interests
of the country. I think what we should
endeavour to do is to regard our neighbours
as natural friends and not as natural
enemies, and if we work on those lines T
think it will redound greatly to the
benefit of Canada in our trade relations
and in the progress of the northern half

“of this continent generally. The water
way by the St. Lawrence River is a
magnificent one, but it wants improve-

‘ment.

our canals or anything of that kind is con- .

cerned, I do not think that should weigh in
the matter. We have precedents in other
countries where the same conditions prevail.
We see that the River Danube, which goes

At the present moment we have
only a depth of nine feet in reaching the
seaboard, soon to be completed to fourteen,
which we hope will draw a large share of
the ever increasing trade of the w e%b There

. are magnificent lines of steamships of large
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tonnage on the upper lakes which cannot go
any further than the city of Buffalo, but if
& canal system was projected on the basis of
a ship canal, the industry of our lake region
would he stimulated. I do not say that it
1S possible to do so at present, it is a thing
to be considered in the futuve ; it is not one
that can be taken up with the greatest ease,
ut at the same time it is one that I say
May be fairly made a subject of considera-
Uon hetween the two nations with great
advantage, and introducing it in the way
the hon. leader of the government did I
think would certainly redound to the bene-
b of the country and only be carrying out
the policy that was inaugurated by
tht} late  government when they ap-
Pointed a commission for the purpose of
IJl‘mgim;_; about this very result, and I feel
Sure we will all await with interest to see
What the report of the commmission that is
Now sitting will be upon the matter, upon
1ts feasibility and practicability and all the
nformation with regard to the grain and
Produce of that great western country and
s mode of egress to the market of the
Wworld.  Now, hon. gentlemen, I won't dwell
Upon that question of the warrants, Tt
as heen ably discussed, but I cannot help
thinking that the issue of warrants by the
Present government is quite an exceptional
HECessity. The late government carried the
egislation up to the last moment fichting to
8et the Remedial Bill through parliament,
and it became impossible, as parliunent
Ceased to exist upon a certain date, to
consider the matter of voting supplies, and
Cwonld be impossible to go on to the end of
the year issuine warrants for the whole of
e expenditure of 1396 between the 1st.July
and 315t December. Therefore T think it
IS quite an exceptional case.  Without
YMoroughly understanding the constitutional
ferits of the case at all [ certainly think
1at the government, in order to keep the
machinery of government working soothly,
ad no gther alternative, that there was no
Other course open to them except the course
they took. 1t was Impossible to go on issu-
Ing these warrants to the end of the year,
ad they had no other course to pursue but
O call parliament together as they have
One.  \When the late government were in a
Wajority they failed to pass the estimates for

€ year, attaching more importance to the

last speaker in regard to the question of
forming a kind of political alliance between
the various provinces and the Dominion in
the formation of the government. I think
that is a question that is fairly open to
criticism. The political tendency of that, if
followed up, would be towards federalizing
the constitution rather than decentralizing,
as we decided upon when confederation was
formed. The hon. leader of the Senate to-day
will recollect perfectly well that he was
called in 1871 from the bench to take the
leadership of the province of Ontario. The

‘reason of that was that the Hon. Mr. Blake

and the Hon. Mr. Mackenzie, who defeated
the Hon. Sandfield Macdonald at that time,
were obliged to make one choice or the
other. The decentralizing of power as be-
tween the province of Ontario and the Do-
minion was determined upon then by the
dual representation being done away with.
Up to 1871 dual representation was allowed
in Ontario ; it is, I believe, still allowed in

. Quebec. That is to say, you were allowed to

have a seat in the Provineial House and also
a seat in the Dominion House ; but it was

‘felt in Ontario that was an unwise course

to continue to pursue, and the dual repre-
sentation was done away with. The Hon.
Mr. Blake and Mr. Mackenzie selected
the Dominion House of Commons for
their political arena, .and the hon. leader
of the Senate with great advantage to the
country was called down from the hench to
take their places and to carry on the gov-
ernment of the province of Ontario. I
merely recall that in order to show that the
course that is now being pursued has the
effect of changing that position because if the
members of the provincial governments that
are in alliance politically and in sympathy
with the national government of the day
are to be selected before the representatives
of the national parliament it would certainly
have the effect of infensifying our party
system and subordinating the provinces
through their governments 1o the influence of
the Dominion government. I think most
people will agree that party ramifications are
too extended already, and are carried on to
too large an extent at the present moment
for the enlightment of the people Now, the
hon. leader of the Senate, referred in his
speech a few moments ago to the
fact that vreligious cries were more

®medial Bill. I mustsay I had a good deal | prevalent before confederation than they
ot Sympathy with the remarks made by the have been since. Before confederation we
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had the union of the provinces of Ontario little either on the tariff or upon the school
and Quebec on what might be termed a question. In so far as it gave him an op-
federal basis. They formed one parliament, ' portunity to say something more with regar.|
and the fact was that the religions were so|to the constitution and the formation and
nearly equal that there was a constant fight | character of the Senate, I do not know that
and religious factions had much more sway  on the present occasion we have anything
than they have had since that time and the | particularly to regret. We can wait with
confederation decentralized that. Let the.patience to know what is the outcome of the
province of Ontario or Quebec, the province school question, which formed such a promi-
of Manitoba and all the provinces carry out nent feature in the elections which have
their Jocal and provincial laws as they think | just gone by. So far as the school question
best among themseives, and I feel convinced ! is concerned, T am sure it will be a cause of

that after an experience of 27 years that '
it will be found to be the soundest basis
upon which we can nationalize our people-
and our country. We should cespect the:
constitutional autonomy of the provinces,
and the provinces should respect and sup-
port the prestige and dignity of the national
government if we wish to develop the sound ,
principles of the British constitution on
Canadian soil, and, through a unity of pur-,
pose, advance Canada to the dignity of aj
nation commensurate with its size and influ-:
ence on this continent. I do not wish to'
imply for one moment that the leader of the
government or the government adopted this -
policy with the end in view I referred to, but
I wish to point out what is the effect and
what might be the further effect of such a
policy, if this was accepted as a precedent
and was allowed to go without a protest.
I think that where we have undertaken the
government of this great country, which
stretches from the Atlantic to the Pacific,
upon the principles of self government, and
to maintain it harmonious in its working, that
it is utterly impossible for the people of Nova
Scotia or Quebec to know exactly what are
the principles that govern the province of
Manitoba or British Columbia in their local

laws or legislation, or vice versa. We are an

extensive country with diversified interests’
and we must allow those diversified interests
to be projected under local authority under '
the specified lines of the constitution as has

been laid down and to that extent I agree,
with the remarks made by the hon. member

from Prince Edward Tsland and feel that it |

is fair criticism to make, although possibly’

as I said before when it was :Ldopted that

end was not foreseen and probably that end :

was not in view. Now the hon. the leader of |
the government has referred very slightly |

to the school question and in fact he

followed out the dictates of the speech’

which says very little, and he said very|

stood.

great gratification to every one if it is found

_that the question will be settled without

any reference to this parliament. The ques-
tion has been discussed thoroughly, but I do
not know that it has been thoroughly under-
I have always taken the ground in
this House, and T think it is quite proper to
re-state the position T took in this House, so

“far as the facts of the case from 1869 down

to the present time are present in my
mind, and that is that the parliament of
Canada has no constitutional power to
annihilate or control the laws of Manitoba.
They have no power to enforce any legisla-
tion they may put upon the statute-book for
that purpose.  Of course they have the

 power to put it on the statute-book, but

when it is there it requires a legal rower to
force itself, and to make it available and as

i the constitutional laws of Manitoba consti-

tutionally passed cannot be interfered with
by the Dominion parliament, that legal

. force was wanting under the Remedial Bill
‘of the late government.
 foregone conclusion and cannot be gain-

I think that is a

said. T do not know that the question
was put clearly before the people of Canada
in the late election. The question was I
fear rather kept in the foreground as a
political question because it was a con-
venient question to rouse the minds and

- political ideas of the people upon ; but that

1s the constitutional position from my stand
point. The Privy Council have stated
that there was a grievance, and that
grievance justifies an appeal to parliament.

That appeal has been made and I think the
limit of that grievance or the extent of that
grieva.nce should fairly be ascertained by an
inquiry or by any other method before par-

liament can intelligently deal with it ; it is
within the power of the parllament of
Canada to remove it, but to remove it with-
out interference with the constitutional laws
of the province. If it is removed by the
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aciion of the province of Manitoba itself!(;‘.engral’s Speech, on the opening of the First
without legislation in this parliament then | Session of the Kighth Parliament.
lt. is so much the better and we hope that| Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Hon. gentlemen,
‘I"I}lll'lggoa"l‘;;(" szot}:; 33«5(;% bet The g(mvatnce; : one (])f t}l}le Subje]cts, fI :Jhink(,l t:hatdhashinlter-
na rays contended trom the set of | ested the people o Janada and the late
(t)lfus complication is llmlt(}(% to that portion }lgOVemment, and, I have no doubt, will
the province of Manitoba that was interest the present government, is the
E?Ptl;l]atiﬁl in 1869 foZEn ldt beczm.e Pgrt _question of the settlement of that enormous
e¢ Dominion of Canada and in that'vacant country that lies west of Lake
locality where those schools were already ' S i is ready
esml)li};hed where they were maintained by «Slupergor,hthap COlllltl;']y t]}at lSd' ea'(‘iy for oo
e S i y ¢ 0y  plough, that 1s capable ot producing ‘la,rgely
Withont heing taed for. any other parpese 1 dumeoiiud cor the packbone of Canada
y »se | it is described as the backbone of Cana
at all, it became a grievance if they have to t and T claim that it is not improperla),'
Mmaintain those schools still and still to pay | described as such. That the increase of
With 1o et theie ehibdven to,_ Where those. ¥ Irim monenaionable - Alhbreh st
: § 1T 3 - 1 S ink, unquestionable. though stimu-
::‘h‘ololi.were 01~1gma,l.1y establls}}ed there 1 ] lated by large grants for emigration purposes
e Tt e ety e hdraat o | oo et e poms
S5e S 2 at i y < * -
a privilege which had 1{0 existence prior to | 1;Z§n(:pr:: ne;:gl}]’etsucl:e::}g;ﬁrasiégsﬁs e&?ﬁ:s
zhe transfer, o privilege which is withheldlmund in the province of “Manitoba every
Tom other denominations. Any grievance five has b di inti
« r At10 ) , years has heen disappointing, and I
th::.t s est&bl'.shed it is the right of the ’ Eiesire to say a few words ?vith rezg;.wd to my
expr::;:gogf };il:l;:;i?sc?orfelﬁt;‘:if (I)lk()): :gttll)l; | }dias. aftexf' 1t7hy§awsy extpenence hv‘)mg in tlhe
4 : . interior o at country, some 275 miles
altering or interfering with the constitutional | from Winnipeg, 1,600 my’i]es from the city
laws constitutionally passed by the provin-|of Ottawa, and in a district that has to trans-
clal government, but by the action of this!port all its produce to find a place in the
8overnment within its powers, according to. markets of the world and pay heavy freight
Purliament’s idea of justice. That is the!rates. The efforts that have been put f
ha . . > put forth
glOlSlttlpn I h?ve. al»};’ays rt;gar'(ile(}) tfh(;: S_(;hO}‘;'Jl in our railway development by the late gov-
quzst}ml to be 1;21 clllt agth sal ?f ore if the ernment I think have to a certain extent
stion is settled without reference to:proved a failure in so far as the assistance
(}iarliament, it will be much more in accor-; fo settlement is concemed,sin 50 f:,r as the
ance with the spirit of our constitution. I assistance to the people who reside in that
move the adjournment of the debate. country is concerned. That they have met
with marked success in building theCanadian
Pacific Railway across the continent and
The S di d other public entetprises is undoubted, but
le Senate adjourned. the bonuses and land grants that were given
to supplement, or rather to induce tlie con-
struction of these lines, have been given in
. . that way that they have failed to produce
THE SENATE. an effect upon the lowering of rates of
Ottarca. Friday. Angust 28th, 1896. | transport all over the country. They have
’ Y 49 “ stimulated the construction of these lines, I
The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three have no doubt, but that they have produced

The motion was agreed to.

"clock. that effect which they should have produced
in lowering rates for the transport from that

Prayers and routine proceedings. western country is not apparent, and I
- think have proved a failure. Our rates are

THE ADDRESS. exceedingly heavy and the popular idea is

THE DEBATE CONTINUED. that the cosv of transport is very great, and

The Order of the Day being called : of course the cost of running the line is very

o Rt?suming the further adjourned debate on the gx:ea.t, yet.if the Q&nadian Pa_ciﬁc Railway
0“81del‘ation of His Exeenency the Governor will look into their rates, which they have
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done from time to time without any material !
effect upon the reduction, they would find"

that the largest net profit that they make

out of their rates ave those rates for
the carriage of the wheat and cattle.

Now, that is a direct tax upon the industry
of the country when imposed in that peculiar
manner. The receipts of the Cunadian
Pacific Railway, I am glad to see, have in-
creased very rapidly this year as well as last
year, owing to our bountiful crops, the in-
crease in our cattle exports and the increase
in transcontinental tratlic.  Considering
the low prices that we get for our
produce, which as I said before are
taxed Dby the rates on the Canadian
Pacific Railway, they should look to see how
far they could make a reduction upon the
movement of this year’s crop. What I more
particularly wished to refer to was the dev-
elopment of our country. Some people think
that we have got enough railroads there. 1
have no doubt those who are interested in
th- railroads alveady built, are interested in
promoting that idea, but what is wanted in
that western country is competition and
cheapness, and econimy applied to all the
methods of railway construction. Now, the
Canadian Pacitic Railway Cowpany, every-
boly knows, was assisted by land grants. In
the case of the Manitoba and North-western
Railway Company land grants of 6.4.0
acres a mile were given, and land grants
were given to the South-western and to other
companies, As I said before, these land
grants have failed in their puiposes in
so far as it affects the financial standing
of the railroad, with the exception, [ am
pleased to say, of the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company, aud they have failed
to bring down rates to a point

would be considered reasonable for
transport of our western produce.

the

to say is, we have parted with I think
40,000,000 acres of our prairie lands

they passed into the hands of railway
companies with the effect that I
already dwelt upon. I think that that
system of aiding our railways has proved a
failure and that a different system could be
adopted, with more benefit to the develop-
ment of our railway system and a more
economical construction for the purpose of
keeping down rates. Half the land in that

that

I do:
not want to go into the question of rates or:
a comparison of rates, but what T do wish-

western country is set aside as free home-
steads for settlers. Upon the payment of a
fee of 210 any one can come into the country
and take up 160 acres of land and settle
upon it under certain government con-
ditions. The other half has been retained
for railway purposes, as an asset to be
utilized for the purpose of developing that
country. As I said before the assets have
been used as a free gift of this amount of
land to railway companies without any
restriction upon the companies or the way in
which it should be utilized. In connection
with this I desire to point out that we in the
North-west and the provirce of Manitoba
are at a disadvantage in comparison with
all the other provinces of the Dominion in
so far as we have no assets of our own. On-
tario, Quebec and the other provinces own
timber lands and mines. One province has
a valuable asset in the royalty derived from
mines, another from dues on timber and
whatever there may be in the public lands
in addition. The province of Ontario re-
fused to give an acre to the construction of
the C. P. R.  The province of British
Columbia gave a land grant through the
mountains but retained the royalty on
minerals.  We have no such assets to
fall back upon, and we are dependent en-
tirely upon what we 1eceive from - the
Dominion government in the shape of our
annual subsidy or direct taxation. In the
future, our responsibilities and population
will increase, I should like to see a change
made in the management of our public lands
in the west, that is, to husband those resources
and not dissipate them, as we have done so
far, by the alienation of those lands given to
railways. I consider the intrinsic value of
lands in the North-west within reasonable
distance of railway communication is 35 an
acre. That is the upset priee of our school
lands and Hudson Bay lands, the sales of
the C. P. R. average 8{ an acre.
That is to say, after the country has

ibeen developed and the settler comes in
for the promotion of those railroads, and:

there, if he pays 25 an acre for the land

i that he desires to settle upon he is in quite
have

as good a position, in fact in a better one,
than the settler who comes in as a free
homesteader and has to take the part of a
pioneer and build up the country to that
stage when it can receive the develop-
ment that I am already speaking of.
Of course I amn quite aware that if the
Government of Canada were to charge %5
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an acre to incoming settlers for those lands, !acres per mile and there is a first mortgage
they would lie idle for.a great number of upon the railway itself. Then, those who
Years, because people who come to this | provide more capital in order to continue
Country, come with the idea that it is not the development and project further, of
Necessary for them to bring capital with courseitwill depend uponthe careful andgood
them in order to commence operations, that 'and economical management how far they
there is free land f.r them to commence work - will retain possession of the road. There is
Upon. The free lands or the even-numbered a growing feeling in that western country
Sections are being gradually absorbed with-: that better railway transport should be had,
g reasonable distance of railway in that prairie country, which is so depin-
Communication. There is a, vast area dent upon inland transportation. The de-
of land which is not yet absorbed, which velopment of what is known as the fertile
1s further away from railway communica- belt to Prince Albert, Battleford and Ed-
tion. Now, I would suggest to the Govern- mionton, the construction of a railway to the
Ment, that instead of giving a land grant to mining regions to the north and south of
the railway companies that it is absolutely the Canadian Pacific Railway, and the con-
Necessary to build in that country for its struction of the Hudson Bay Railway, are
Proper development, they should utilize the the important works that await develop-
grant in a different way. We will take the ; ment, and they can all be projected upon the
Manitoba and North-western Railway as a | lines T have laid down in an economical man-

Prominent example. That railway received |
& grant of land of 6,400 acres per mile, for
about 230 miles to its present terminus.
It has also received a land grant  to
rince Albert 150 miles further. It hasi

diled to go on with the construction
Or a great number of years. It is in the
ands of a receiver now, and economical

Principles are applied to its management,
and it is doing very well, but it cannot
8et out of the hands of the receiver until
the litigation has ceased between the bond-
olders who advanced the money and the

Management of the road. They have a land
8rant for the section beyond their present
Yrminus, of 6,400 acres per mile, I think
Part of that has been commuted for a cash .
Onus of 26,400 per mile. Now, instead of

8ving that land grant, or that cash bonus, T
Vould suggest that the government guaran- |
t?e the bonds for the construction of that.
e at the rate of 3 per cent interest, and that
the governinent appropriate that 6,400 acres .
Per mile and that cash bonus and set-
aside in the hands of a commission as a
arantee for the protection of the public;
Teasury, in so far as its being called upon to |
Emvide for the bonds that have been gua-
cantee(]_ In addition to that, I would re-
tOmHJend that a first mortgage be taken upon |
\® road for the land grant guarantee. We
will Suppose that the guarantee is placed at
0 or twelve thousand dollars per mile at
m""‘e per cent interest. Then, if the govern-:
beent becoines responsible for the bonds, it
s Comes responsible for the interest. There i
4N asset against that liability of 6,400 |

gu

~antee would be no longer necessary.
might go to the capitalists of the world and

ner. I think it is desirable in such matters
that the government should see that the first
outlay is kept within moderate bounds,
that they are kept within bounds conducive
to the settlement of the country and the
economic condition of the people who supply
the traflic for the transport of that railway
company. Ifa plan of that kind was adopted,

'it would be found that every one of the rail-

way companies would become self supporting
in a period, we will say, of from tive to ten
years. That is to say the government guar-

They

raise the money and relieve the government
of the guarantee if necessary. The gov-

rernment would be relieved of that guarantee
“and they would still be in possession of the:

6,400 acres per mile which could be used
again for the same purpose, and as time
went on and railways became more pros-
perous, the public lands would then be a
public asset to be disposed of in any way
that the interests of the country demand at
some future time. It is quite probable that
there is a large acreage yet. It isimpossible
for us to tell without having the details
before us what the acreage may he, but
there is a very large acreage yet, and I say
it should be the care of the government to
husband ‘those resources and reserve them
as a future asset, and that when a settler
comes into the country, the whole country
would then be open to him to settle in. He
could select an even-numbered section, for
which he has to pay nothing if he goes far
enough atield. Then the odd-numbered
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sections would be open for settlement on{high price they have to pay for everything
the same basis, but instead of having to pay ' they reqnire. The country has maintained it-
anything for his capital that he should be!self sofar, as T have said before, and produced
entitled to hold it at the rate of 3 per cent:a great deal of wealth, but while that has
interest with such obligations as may be been done, part passi with the progress of
conducive to settlement. Three per cent that development has been a great develop-
upon 160 acres at 85 an acre would be anjment in the borrowing of the people. I
annual charge of 323 a year instead of paying | believe T am quite within the mark when
a homestead fee, the new settler would pay ' I say that the loans through loan com-
the first year’s interest on the price of h s panies on real estate in that western country,
holding upon the odd-numbered or govern- have reached as high as $30,000,000, on that
ment section. The man who went in as a 230,000,000 interest has to be provided, and
pioneer to develop the country would have | that is loaned out at the rate of eight per
his obligations as a pioneer. The man who' cent to-day, and it becomes a yearly tax on
follows him when a country is developed and | the wealth that is produced there which, in
there is a railway to take away his produce, ' addition to the other taxes, produces an
has a decided advantage when he can occupy ' effect which we all deplore—that is, that the
lands alongside of the pioneer settler and ' country does notincrease in population, that
payonlythe charge of $23 a year. Now, this:it does not enjoy that prosperity that weall
is only an outline of what I have brought:think it should, in consequence of the
before this honourable House in regarl to: bounties of providence that have heen
this matter. There might be a difticulty in  showered upon it so far as the richness of
the minds of some people who do not reside | soil and the facilities that are offered for the
in that country about guaranteeing bonds immediate development of the country, for
of that kind, but I say, hon. gentlemen, if a!the farmer, in the absence of any forest
railway constructed in that western country : growth or anything of that kind. I have
on that economical basis, a first mortgage  already referred to what I consider to be
upon the railway itself with an asset of one very important subject of interest in our
6,400 acres per mile at the back of it western country, that is the question of im-
cannot be considered a safeguard to!migration. The question of taxation through
the treasury, then I think the country protectionisone thatalsoIhavealreadydwelt
cannot be viewed with much confidence by ' upon in this honourable House and when I
the people of Canada generally. From my !say that we produce wealth in that country
experience I can say that itis a fine country. | I am quite within the mark when T say—
It is capable of great production, and it is | though it might open the eyes of a great
to-day producing wealth probably more!inany people who do not give a thought to
rapidly than any other part of the world; lit—that last year we produced 30,000,000
that the larger share of that wealth does!bushels of wheat, an addition to the wealth
not remain with the people who are produc-'of the country of £20,000,000. Last year
ing it is quite evident, because of the high!was an exceptionally good year—that is to
taxes they have to pay and in consequence | say the climatic condition: sun and rain came
of the freight rates, is a matter of perfect|in their due season and the crop was large.
knowledge to the people who reside there, | That £20,000,000 is the value of the wheat at
and any improvement or amelioration of | a point of export on the Canadian seaboard,
that condition will produce a far greater and | and when you come to think that $20,000,-
more beneficial result on the development 000 is added to the wealth of the country
and population of that country than any|by a few industrious hard working settlers
stimulas that may be given by large sub-lout in that western country, you can see
sidies for emigration purposes, or in any!what the possibilities of the country are
other shape or form, The best emigration |in adding wealth to Canada through its
agent is well known to be the contented |intelligent and proper development by wise
settler, and the contented settleris the man|laws and just laws. At the present mo-
who is paying his way as he goes. Under ment we consider, in the western country,
present conditions it is impossible for the | that the protective system is not just, that
settlers, as a general rule, to pay their way |it is taxing the many for the benefit of the
in that country in consequence of the low |few. T might quote an instance that I pre-
prices they receive for their produce, and the | sented to the people during the last election
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as to the etfect of protection upon our
Industries. I said to the farmer, you take a
Steer that you sell for 340,

Hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Anything in the
shape of a steer story T dare say produces a
Certain amount of amusement, but it is down-
right earnest with us. The cattle buyer
Purchases a steer for 240. That steer is
transported to England—because all our pro-

Ucts are expurted to Great Britain—ourj
Wheat, our cattle, all go there. That steer is

exported to Great Britain and there it sells
for %90.  Now, that 290 is paid to us by the
English people, not in gold, but in goods.

he systeni of trade is a system of exchange

tween foreign nations. It would be im-
Possible to receive gold for the payment of
that steer, or else the cargo would have to

Support the railway and the steamboat one .

Way instead of both ways by the exchange
of trade. Now, that 390 worth of goods is
feturned to Canada and the moment it
Teaches a Canadian seaport there is a duty of

2 per cent charged on it—that is the average
duty at the port of Montreal. Those goods

Cost the wholesale man who is importing:

them 2120 when they are taken out of bonds.
en, as is usual with the wholesale trade,

they take their invoices and add say 10 per |

ent to the cost of the goods, and that 3120

On the shelves of the wholesale merchant :
€comes $130. The retail man from Mani-!
oba or Toronto purchases from the whole- '

Sale merchant and has to pay 3130 for those

For his share of profit he adds 25

8oods,
Per cent, so that the cost of those goods sent

ack in payment of the steer shipped from

Manitoba has reached 2167 in the trade.

Hon. Mr. COCHRANE —T have always
80t money for my steers.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON.—But you draw
°n England for the money for your steers
and the people of England in order to meet

at when they purchase, will send goods to !
anada and draw on Canada for their value, '

they could not buy if they could not sell.
%u do not get the gold.

Hon. Mr. COCHRANE.—I get the

gold,

Hon. Mr. BOULTON.—No, it is Cana-

dian currency.

i the duty it has reached $124.

i
i Hon. Mr. COCHRANE. —TI can get gold
for the currency.
|
Hon. Mr. BOULTON.—Every one knows

that gold is not a medium of exchange
“between nations. Itistrade. Our currency
-is worth gold because the financial standing

of our institutions is sound. If you trace
“back our imports and exports since confeder-

ation you will find there has been on one
' side an import of bullion of about 4,000,000
-and an export of bullion on the other side of
about %3,500,000 or the reverse. That has
been shipped through the clearing houses.
Trade is carried on by exchange. I do not
think anybody will question that economic
condition for a moment. Now, supposing
there was no tariff on the nacessaries of life,
the conditions would be altered and the
goods would come to Montreal and be
delivered there for 290. The wholesale
merchant would add 10 per cent and the
, retail merchant 25 per cent, making it $124.

: The price of the goods has reached $165 in
| Manitoba without calculating the freight

I but with the duty added; while without
The differ-
‘ence between the two amounts is $41,
exactly 45 per cent of the $90 which was
i paid for the steer in Great Britain. The
proportion of that which belongs to the
farmer in Manitoba is £40, and that $40
is used for the purchasing of the goods
which he requires in his industrial enter-
prise, and the price of those goods is taxed
in that way to the extent of 45 per cent
under the present tariff. In other words
he receives $22 for his steer instead of %40,
cor for 522 he will purchase the same amount
of necessaries that he is now paying 840 for
under protection. If there was no taxation
‘on the necessaries of life, he would have §18
[to put in the bank, or improve his farm
Lor invest as he chooses. Under the tariff,
‘he is unquestionably taxed to that extent,
and it is open to the hon. gentlemen to pull
 the simile to pieces and prove the contrary
.if they can possibly do so. Tt cannot be
argued away. That is the condition of
affairs that presents itself to us in the pro-
vince of Manitoba, and no attempt has ever
been made to refute it. The same pressure
rests, I have no doubt, on the agricultural
community in all parts of Canada. With
us probably it presses more heavily, because
there are none of the counterbalancing
advantages which, although I think fal-
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lacious protection is supposed to give. the expense of their fellow country-
If we produce 220,000,000 of wealth and men. Now, hon. gentlemen, the point
add that in one year to the wealth of has been raised with regard to the
Canada, every dollar of that 220,000,000 is attitude of the present leader of the
taxed exactly in the same way to those who Senate towards protection in reference to
are producing and carrying that produce to the assistance he gave to the smelting in-
markeét. - The man who produces the wheat dustry. The leader of the government in
the railway which carries it and everybody ‘ this House, while head of the Ontario gov-
who deals with it is, to a certain extent, | ernment gave assistance to this work in the
mulet of the percentage on the %20,000,000. shape of a bonus.  That is quite a different
T should like to present another view to you, thing. T do not complain for one moment
and that is the taxation that we put for of the 32 a ton bonus that is given in Nova
protective purposes upon our iron.  We put Scotia. Make it 3 or + if necessary to build
a duty of %4 a ton upon iron for the pur- up. I do not complain of the $1 a ton
pose of developing the iron mines of the given in Ontario, because the whole country
province of Nova Scotin. In that province pays it. It does not tax a special industry. It
the output has been decreasing. Tt was atone . does not injure anybody,it is taken out of the
time 60,000 tons; it has now fallen to 44,000 ' general revenues of the country. DBut hereis
tons. The value of thatiron under free trade - a condition entirely different, half a million
conditions is £500,000—about ten or eleven | dollars’ worth of iron is produced in Nova
dollars a ton. We are paying—everybordy  Scotia, but because there is a tax of $4 o ton
that uses iron in the country—and I may put upon all iron that enters into consump-
say that the farmers of Manitoba and the tioninthe country, no matter whereit comes
farmers of the country generally use more’ from,— and all the industries in the country
iron and have to pay more for iron that depend upon iron for their prosecu-
than for anything else in their industrial ‘tion are taxed to an enormous extent. AsT
occupation—to the blacksmith’s shop, to the said before, it was 32 per cent that we paid
hardware store, to the agricultural machine ' upon the dutiesthat came from Great Britain.
men, and to various sources the farmers of We pay about the same for things that
Canada spend more money for iron in their may come in from the United States. A
industrial enterprise than for anything else. : large proportion of that is iron, and conse-
We produce $20,000,000 of wealth in the quently the tax upon all iron that is used in
province of Manitoba ; that $20,000,000 is our machinery and our blacksmith shops
taxed enormously through the iron that and our hardware stores and every walk
enters into the requirements of the produe- of industrial life is taxed to that extent and
tion of that wealth and for what—to induce simply and solely for that purpose in which
the production of half a million dollars'the revenue shares to a very slight extent.
worth of iron in the province of Nova Scotia. 'T do not think that that statement can be
Is that justice—-is it ecommon sense? That ; controverted. Now that has been the posi-
is the effect that it produces—and it is for : tion during the past four or five years. Aboli-
hon. gentlemen who disagree with my | tion of protection has been the watchword
views to argue the contrary and not ‘of the present government and I desire,
to g neralize and go off on a tangent in; while the present government areformulating
some other direction—that is the effect of jtheir policy with regard to the carrying
giving a spurious development, you may out of the promises and pledges they
say, to our iron mines in Nova Scotia at the ! made to the country, that I should
extreme end of the Dominion—the wealth | present the protective view in these promi-
that is produced by the province of Mani- | nent forms. It becomes my duty as a con-
toba, 2,500 miles away from it, is taxed to|sistent free trader to assist the government
that enormous extent to maintain this iron |in carrying out its policy of obliterating
industry in Nova Scotia and the energies of - protection from the statutes of Canada and
the province of Nova Scotia are cramped ! replacing it with the enlightened policy of
by the same protection. Theiriron mines free trade. There is no question as to the
and coal mines under the stimulus of free|advantage that there is to a country that
trade will be developed to an extent un-|prosecutes its industries under the principles
dreamed of, while they are now struggling ! of free trade. Free trade means the expan-
under a false commercial system at | sion of trade; protection means the restric-
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tion of trade. We put on duties to prohibitiis no virtue in free trade of any kind or
Great Britain sending goods in here, and to | description,” as I hear frequently remarked
the extent that we put on the duties we re- | by hon. gentlemen who advocate protection.
Strict the trade between Great Britain and It is stated that it is a policy which is an
ourselves. We restrict the trade between  impossibility. I say free trade is the sound-
the outside world and ourselves, and that)est policy that the people of Canada can
restriction i3 brought about for the purpose: pursue. I do not mean to say it has got to
of concentrating the power of the monopolies | be reached with one solid jump and upset
that are created through that restriction to, every industry in the country. That is not
tax the industrial life of the country for:necessary. But the most popular measure
their own particular benefit. Now, I do that exists in the country to-day is free
not think that the experience of the world | trade with Great Britain. Now I desire to
can prove any other condition. The point|say a few words upon that. Great Britain
18 frequently raised that no other country!admitsour goods perfectly free. We send over
has followed the example of Great Britain  our cattle, our flour and all natural products

in her free trade policy.
Hon. Mr. ALMON—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—No other country
is able to do it. When a country once gets
itself into the grasp of protection it cannot
get out of that grasp. Protection is a sys-
tem of purchasing and selling legislation.
That is what the late government fell a
Victim to, and that is inseparable from the
System. You give us this protection and
We will assist you—the protectionist govern-
ent-—into power and help to keep you
there, That is what our country has de-

veloped into. The people have made a great
effort in order to overthrow that state of |

affairs, and it is a matter of great difficulty
to overthrow it. In the United States an
Overwhelming majority was given in favour
of absolute free trade. That was Cleve
and’s utterance when he offered himself for
election some years ago, and what was the
result? The result was that -the country
could not get out of the grasp of protection.
Now, what is the result? The people are
S0  disgusted and so despairing that
they have brought forward what you
Mmight call a most disastrous policy in their
€preciated currency, but when people are
thwarted and checkmated they will not
Stop to consider consequences. The
Democratic party, the people who desire to
Change that condition that taxes the country
that extent are arrayed against the mon-
Opolies. That is just the outcome of a feel-
Ing that must find vent in some direction
Or another., We do not want to bring about
80y such state of affairs in this country.
€ want to proceed upon an encouraging
asls.  We do not want to close our ears
&nd say «free trade is an impossibility, there

I'to Great Britain, and Great Britain admits
| those perfectly free. Then Great Britain pays
jfor all that import of £60,000,000 worth of
our produce by returning us goods, and I
have already explained that the burden is
placed upon the people who produce that
wealth, by the taxation of those goods. I
have already explained that, but 1 wish to
point out that the country that aimits our
products absolutely free gives us the highest
price that is paid in any market, and a
higher price than can be obtained in any
other market in the world in consequence
of its free trade policy. They were justified,
not only by common sense in our trade
relations, but by that affinity which exists
between Great Britain and Canada, that
owes a joint alliance and loyalty to a common
sovereign, in expecting a better return.
Now, I say that it is quite within the power
of the Canadian people, without detriment
to their principles, without detriment to
i their wealth, and without detriment to their
industrial life, to adopt that principle of
free trade with Great Britain. It requires
no treaty, it involves no foreign interest of
any kind or description. All we have to
do is simply to say, the people of Great
Britain admit our produce free, and, in
order to get the very best return to the
people who grow and develop that produce,
is to admit the goods sent back to Canada
to pay for that produce upon exactly the
same terms as that produce is received.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—You

must ask Germany and Belgium first.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—No, we have to
ask nobody. I admit that Germany, under
the most favoured nation treaty, will be ad-
mitted on the same terms. That I consider
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no disadvantage. The trade is small. All
those nations with whom we have most
favoured nation treaty will be admitted on
the same terms. Those nations we have no
favoured nation treaty with will not be ad-
mitted, but the bulk of our export is to Great

Britain, and the bulk of our import is from

Great Britain. The trade with all the other
foreign nations put together is a small matter

and does not enter into our calculations'

under the present circumstances. What I
wish to point out is this, that the people are

not sufliciently educated to the principles of :

free trade to realize, that taking off our duty
in favour of the United States, while the peo-
ple of the United States keep up their duty
against usissound. Iacknowledge that that
is not popular with us. So far as I am per-
sonally concerned, I believe we would be ad-
vantaged, from an economic standpoint, by
adopting British free trade, but it has got to
be a question of education with the people of
Canada to admit such a proposition as a
sound one. I think that there is no doubt
about it that the minds of the people of
Canada are thoroughly open to the wisdom
and advantage of taking off the tariff in
favour of Great Britain, while they do not
approve of taking off the tariff infavour of the
United States excepting upon the basis of a
quid proquo, and that is why Isay, in chang-
ing our trade relations with the United States,
it requires a treaty. In changing our trade
relations with the people of Great Britain
it requires no treaty. All we have to say is
that with Great Britain we desire to trade

upon absolutely equal terms, and if we were

to lower the tariff in favour of British trade,
it would not necessarily admit one single
item from the United States, because we
have no favoured nation treaty with the
United States, The matter of reciprocity
with the United States has been referred to
by one of the leaders of the government.
Reciprocity with the United States on a
free trade basis—that is to say, we admit
absolutely free the produce of the United
States, which is also freedom to the world,
and they admit ours free—would be an
admirable thing if we could accomplish it.
If we could agree upon any system of duties,

or any system at all, it would be an admir- | industries to advantage.
But a reciprocity treaty with- refineries were injured by the bounty system

able thing.

i

as favoured nation treaties—at least the
treaties with Belgium and Germany were
not then in existence, and those are the
treaties that govern the relations between
Great Britain and Canada, and therefore
we could negotiate that reciprocity treaty
of 1854, without disturbing our trade
relations elsewhere, but to-day those favour-
ed nation treaties are in existence, and
if we were tomake a reciprocity treaty with
the United States, and with the United
States only, it would admit the nations of
the world, with the exception of Great
Britain, upon the same basis—that is, it
would admit all those nations with whom
we have most favoured nation treaties,
but Great Britain with whom we have no
favoured nation treaty would be excluded.
That would be a discrimination which would
be impracticable and impossible in carrying
on our international trade. Therefore, I say
that any treaty we make with the people of
the United States should be made upon
what I term a free trade basis—that is to
say, anything we admit from the United
States into Canada free, shall, of course,
have to be free to the rest of the world, I
desire to say a few words as to the effect
tree trade would have on the country. An
idea prevails that you would ruin every
industry. I say you would not ruin any
industry. You might change their char-
acter somewhat, but if you were to apply the
principle of free trade in any of the cities
of Canada, and any gentleman engaged in
manufacturing in any of those places did
not see fit to conduct his business without -
protection, he will soon find people who have
capital, and who are familiar with trade and
international commerce ready to buy him out
with a good margin of profit. If they are
afraid to go on they can sell out. They
would not be able to tax the industries of
the country for their special benefit. They
would not be able to tax the consumers and
restrict trade and divert it from its proper
channels for their own individual benefit,

i but they would have the advantage of sell-

ing out to somebody who understands what
the principles governing free trade are and
who are prepared to conduct manufacturing
When the sugar

out some provision that it shall be recipro-! of Europe and they applied for protection,
city without discrimination, would not be, | the government’s reply was, we represent the

I consider, practical.

When we negotiated | whole people and not one interest.

The

our treaty in 1854 there was no such thing | sugar refiners immediately converted their
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stablishments and bought the cheap sugar
and developed the fruit industry, employ-
el more men and probably made more
Money. There is no country so backward
that it cannot induce international trade
When it is conducted on a free trade basis.
. Derefore, I say the country would be
!mmensely benefited by the adoption of the
POllcy which exists in the British Islands to-
ay. I should like to quote some views
Obtained from a man who I quoted last year
With regard to free trade in its relation to
CTime, Mr. Washington. He says in the
ourse of a letter :

th The cause of the low price now prevailing for
' raw products of the lands usually attributed
t(’,o"\él' productionn may, with more reason, be at-
."ﬂmted to the pretended efforts each protected
Z’“nn'y makes to protect its farmers and wage-
4rhers against the so called cheap labour of all the
hffl' protected countries.
Sid‘a‘eh country having a surplus it must sell out-
€ 1ts horders, and each protected country having
Ulgl tariffs specially directed against this surplus
all the rest, the surplus of all or nearly all are
otced into the British market where no tariffs
exist,
hagl)ls forsed competition among the protected
o lons to get rid of their surplus products in the
LY market left open to them, enables the people
vi Great Britain to buy these surplus stocks
Mually at their own price.
iat 1S price is further llepl‘fsggd, to the fabulous
vmnel'ml advantage of the British people, by the
CMense honuses all  protectionist governments
t}(\tg some of their people to .ex_ml)le such to scll
Thu surplus goods in the British market cheap.
K)‘_e:e bonuses ave paid usually !mnl with money
.ari’()\ved from the people of England by the
£ US protectionist governments on the security

tri € cultivated area within their varvious coun-
es,

?\"W as the

Tice
wil]
l"‘Pge

th

price paid for export governs the
Paid for home consumption, and as that price
always be tixed in the market importing tiwe
St quantity, the greater the competition in
2t market the lower must «o the price.
tiOx?iga word, the greater the number of protec-
lecé.t countries nt.au\y time existing, and the more
. ssful they are in preventing their people tvad-
cos, divect with the people of other protected
)

Cen,

the

Surplyg
Tice iy

¢r will he the competition each will offer to

or export, and the lower must fall the

Ceess "that nmarket in consequence.  This must

the -.ﬂllly lower the price in ul'l t'lw, }n:u'kets of

by VOrld, seeing that Gireat Britain imports the

{)r.%"f the exports of all countries, ;m.nd th;!.t the

Lome [.md for export governs the price paid for
Consumption.

“} Consider that those views are exceed-
is °.Y Sound and presented in an aspect that
Very intelligent. I should like to draw

* %entlemen’s attention to the enormous
)

tries which is the object of protection, the;

Other in the British market, in regard to their;

’gl‘owth of wealth in Great Britain since
they adopted free trade in 1840. In that
year, according to Mulhall’s statistics,

Ithe world’s debt to Great Britain was

| 2825,000,000. In 1882 forty-two years

lafterwards, the world’s debt to Great

. Britain was $5,340,000,000. In 1888, six

“years after that, the world's debt to Great

' Britain was $7,300,000,000.  In 1896, eight

“years after that, it is estimated now that
the world’s debt to Great Britain is
+£10,000,000,000. That has all been accom-
plished since the adoption of free trade. In
1 1840 the world’s debt to Great Britain was
‘only 3825,000,000. In 189G, fifty years
‘afterwards, the world’s debt to Great
" Britain was 810,000,000,000. Can anything

“be more plain or clearer as to the advan-

‘tages to be derived from the adoption of

(free trade ! I do not think there is any

'clearer proofs of its benetits, not only to

tthe country, but to mankind generally by

‘the expansion of trade, through the free

-trade policy of Great Britain. Its multipli-

{ cation by all the nations of the world, would

i be an increased benefit to humanity, convey-

iing great blessings and benefits with it.

'1 quote alongside of that theamount of gold

_coin and bullion in the world at the following

Idates. In 1840 the gold and silver then in

lexistence was £1,568.000,000. Tn 18R0 it

‘was £2,182,000,000. In 18901t was £2,448,-

000,000 and in 1896 it is estimated at

£2.636,000,000 ; that is from the same

dictionary of statistics.  Those I think are
valuable statistics in regard to the question

{that I am now presenting to the House.

| They prove that the efforts protectionist

| countries have made the basis of their policy,

' namely, to keep the gold and silver, which is

the basis of currency, in the home markets,

‘has had the contrary effect of driving the

‘gold or commodities which are synonymous

‘to the free trade market from which they

‘can only be obtained by borrowing.

'T should like to read also the testimony at

one of the meetings ~not the last meeting

that the leader of the opposition was
present at but the one before—of Mr.

William Adamson the representative of

the Singapore Chamber of Commerce at one

of the Imperial Conferences. He said :

[ bhelieve the place I represent furnishes an
object lesson of great value on this subject we are
discussing.  Sixty years ago Ningapore was a mere
fishing village, and now, in conjunction with the
sister settlements of Penang and Malacea, making
what is known as the Straits Settlements, it
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possesses a trade of over fifty millions sterling per
annum, and if you were toask any nercantile man
of these Settlements what is the origin and what
is the foundation on which rests this great trade,
you would be told without a moment’s hesitation
that it was free trade, pure and absolute.  For
here there are no custom houses, and no duties
export or_import. nothing but excise duties ard
municipal taxes.  Nir Stanford Rafiles, the founder
of the Nettlement, laid the foundations of its
trade, broad and deep, on the grand principles of
free trade long before those principles were
adopted by the mother comntry. Free trade is the
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;in addition to that over No. 16 Dutch

very life blood of onr connrerce, and nothing .

woull induee us to depart from it
Singapore itself produces nothing or next to

The Ishad of |

nothing, and though this cannot be xaid of Penang

and Malacea. yet the amount of trade which is

native to these places is of small value compared to

the general total. We derive onr trade from all
those countries which lie between China on the
north and New Zealand on the extren.e south. and
I wish tonote this very important fact because it
is of the greatest importance as bearing on the
question now under discussion that a not incon-
siderable portion of our trade is devived from the
possessions of Holland in these eastern seas and
from the French possessions in Coehin China. You
may axk why do the native subjects of Holland
pass by their own Island of Wlava and travel 500
miles to the north to bring their trade to the
British Colony of Singaporer The Duteh have
done all they conld do to keep the trade to them-
gelves, as the merest tyro in colonial history well
knows,  The auswer is (and it is the only answer),
that their subjects prefer the freedom which is
given hy the entive absence of rvestriction which
they find in British ports, and which they cannot
get to the same degree in parts under the rule of
Holland.  There is no country which has had a
more exclusive colonial policy than that of the
Dutch ¢ none which has attempted to carry out to
its logical conclusion the doctrines advocated by
Nir Charles Tapper and it is notorious that their
system has hopelessly broken down and that their
efforts of late bhave been slowly but steadily
directed to greater freedom.  And if you turn
from the colonies of Holland in the castern seas to
those of France, what do you tind? I may tell
vou as a fact heyond all dispute that the attempts
to turn the trade of their possessions in Cochin
China to France by the imposition of heavy
differential duties divected against the foreigners
has alinost ruined Cochin China.

There is testimony which is of great value.
Everybody knows that Singapore is one of
the most marvellous trading points in the
southern oceans. There is another ex-
ample to which T should like to draw the
attention of hon. gentlemen with regard to
the effect that taxation has upon our trade,
and that is the que-tion of importing sugar.
Hon. gentlemen know that on 3rd May,

standard, so that the total tax on sugar is
one and fourteen hundredths cents per Ib.;
the § cent we imposed for revenue purposes
on the 3rd of May, 1895, vielded ¥1,122,857,
the % cent and 1 imposed for protection
vielded nothing. If we were to remove the
tax on sugar and replace the revenue by
raising the.execise on spirits to %2, the same
revenue would be vbtained without disturb-
ing industry. In 1895 we imported $3,286,-
000 worth of sugar, or 389,000,000 1bs. In
1894 we imported £8,518,000 worth, or
307,000,000 lbs. In 1896, after the addi-
tional tax of half a cent was imposed, the con-
sumption of sugar in Canada fell to 264,-
000,000 1bs. or £5,974,000 worth—131,-

000,000 1bs. less sugar and $2,000,000
worth less in value imported. 1 do not

‘think we can have a cleaver cas- upon record

country can do it.

as to the effect of taxation on trade. That
sugar is withdrawn from the industry of the
country. Sugar is very largely used in our
canning operations and a varlety of indus-
tries of that kind. The imposition of the
additional half a cent a pound upon that
checks the growth of those industries, and
absolutely forbids the exportation of canned
fruits. Everybody knows that, notwith-
standing this is one of the most favoured
countries in the world for the growth of
apples, peaches, pears and small fruits of
all kinds, fruits which are exceedingly
wholesome and valuable, our exports of
them are comparatively small. All we
want to do is to apply the principles of free
trade to their development, by the cheap-
ening of sugar and the cheapening of tin
and glassware and other articles re-
quired for the canning of them. All we
have to do is to put our fruit on the mar-
kets of the world as cheaply as any other
We certainly cannot do

"that if we put a tax of a cent and fourteen

i with our agriculture.
.an exceedingly prolific fruit year.

1895, we put a tax of half a cent a 1b. upon-

raw sugar under No. 16 Dutch standard,
and we have also a protective tax of half a

one-hundredths of a cent per pound on sugar,
but if we remove that tax there is a magni-
ficent opening for the development of one of
the most wholescme industries in connection
I believe this year is
I have
seen it stated that there are three million
barrels of apples produced in Canada this
vear—greater than it has ever been known
before. The same paper that I read that in

~said that owing to lack of transportation

facilities those apples could not be taken to

cent and fourteen one hundredths of a cent market, but if we had those industries, of
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Canning and preservingand putting them in [
Jurs, they could be sent oft to the markets
of the world and those engaged in the in-|
dustry could realize a good price and a good |
Profit through the economy with which we
apply the work of these people in the carry-:
Ing out of that industry. There is one other
thing I should like to draw the attention of |
on. gentlemen to before I close, that is the
continued statement made to the farmers of
the country: “ Open your markets and you
Will be flooded with cheap produce.” 1.
should like to say that prices are governed
Y the value of the surplus we have to sell,
and the value of that surplus is governed by
the competitive market it is shipped to.
Our fruit, our cheese, butter, heef, wheat,
ete., have all to meet the competition of the

nerican or Argentine farmer in Liverpool,
and it matters little whether that competition
1s on British or Canadian soil so far as prices
are concerned. Our farmers should not be led
Away by the statement. Now, hon. gentle-
Mmen, T am afraid that I am taxing your.
Patience in stating any views that I know,
Many are opposed to, but at the same time
1t is one of those questions that has got to be -
faced. 'The minds of my old Conservative
friends will be much more open to fair and
Onest argument now that they are relieved
rom the responsibilities they were under to
Protectionists. The present government
Propose, I see, to appoint a commission.

Hon, Mr. SCOTT—An inquiry.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Well, that may

€ or may not be, but I may just say this,
that the people that you inquire from can.
only present information frow a single stand- ‘
Point ; that is the standpoint which may
affect them individually. The duty of a gov- ’
®fmeng is to take the public reburns, the
Statistics showing the nature and trend ofj
Commerce, where it is checked and how it is.
Checkel and why it is cheked, in order to!
Pursue an intelligent policy for the good of
the whole community, what proportion of,
the industries of the country are native and j
Tequire no protection, and what proportion
are exotic, and what proportion will bei
Stimylateq by free trade with Great Britain.
Or instance, some hon. gentleman says, what |
€ want is a reduction or abolition of the;
Uy on agricultural implements. Now if!
YOU were to abolish the duty on agricultural
"Mmplements and not abolish the duty upon]

5%

. province of Manitoba that
| severely from the oppression of taxes.

28,

1396

all things that entered into the produc-
tion of them, you would kill out that
branch of manufacture. It could not stand
unless protected if the manufacturers had to

.pay duty on the material with which to

manutacture machines, but if you take off
all the duty on the things they require, un
bar iron, screws, nuts and everything of
that kind, then they can compete, not only

“in Canada, but in the markets of the world

with other nations, and beat them too.
Free trade with Great Britain will afford
them the necessary competition in their raw

'material. They sell us a machine in Manitoba

for %140, and I think they sell the same

imachine to a Scotch farmer for 280. That is

due to the remission of duty; weareremitting
the duty upon the materials they require, to
enable them to export these machines. T

~only mention this in order to show the difh-

culties that occur with individuals. One
man will say “well if T can got 25 lbs. sugar
for 31 T am quite satisfied.” 1t is not a
question wheth .r that man is satisfied with
25 pounds of sugar for &1, it is what effect
ha< the taxation of the sugar upon one of
the great national industries of the country.
By a change of policy what effect will be
produced upon the development of our best
products of the soil.  Now, hon. gentlemen,
I have to thank you for patiently listening
to me upon this question. I come from the
has suffered
Its
progress has been retarded. It has been
obliged to borrow largely from loan com-
panies in order to meet these liabilities,
individual liabilities, in consequence of that
taxation, and it is or behalf of that province

‘that I take up the time of this honourable

House in presenting these views.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE—The speech from
the throne has at least the merit of brevity if
it has no other. None of us run any risk of
being wearied under the tedium of its recital.
It sadly lacks however the merit of compre-
hensiveness. Its constructors would seem
to have received a caution from smne source,
resembling that received by certain parties at
times in a court of justice, to the effect that
anything they said might be used against
them and so listening to the voice of that
counsel and having a wholesome dread of
their record, they have wisely for themselves
refrained from being either too specific or
too prolix.
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We learn fromn the opening sentence that the history of legislation in any country, a
there is at present an existent necessity for course of tactics which for the time being
making provision for the public service. | converted a great public question into a
The idea embraced in the word necessity asi mere vehicle to subserve purely partisan

applied to any circumstance or set of eircum-'
stances, implies that it or they are unavoid- :
able or inevitable, and cannof by any means
be helped ; in fact are entirely beyond con-!
Let us see if this can be justly affirmed |

trol.
of the circumstances which have compelled

His Excellency to summon us together at’

this not somewhat inconvenient, but exceed-
ingly inconvenient season for many of us.

Let us ascertain if we can who are respon-
sible for the existence of this necessity, and
put if possible the blame upon the right:

shoulders, because the responsibility in the
light of harmful results to this country is a
very grave one.
task is happily or rather unhappily an easy
one.

The experiences of last session will be
readily recalled to memory by those who'
how day after day, and night:
after night, in that memorable time, members

were present ;

of the upposition to the government of the
day persistently obstructed necessary and
important legislation, and blocked the wheels
of progress, culminating at last in rendering
it impossible to pass the estimates within the
period fixed by law for the duration of par-
liament, and this of set purpose ; a course of
conduct which for unreasoning obstructive
tacti.s, and wilful waste of time, stands
unparalleled in the legislative history of any
country. What place in their regard had

anxiety to make provision for the public:

service (which was one of their prime duties)
during those memorable days and nights.
To ]udoe by their record, no place w hatever.
These interests and all others beside were:

overshadowed by, and subordinated to, their

intense desire to obtain power at any cost.
The gnawings of a hunger whetted

In this investigation our:

purposes. So much as to the origin or
creation of the necessity of making provision
for the public service, compelling His Ex-
cellency to summon us together at this (to
use the very moderate language of the speech
from the throne) somewhat inconvenient
season, and so let the blame rest where it of
right belongs, of calling us togetlier now to
“do what should have been done at the last
session, thus entailing upon many great in-
convenience, and upon the people of Canada
an entirely unnecessary and unwarranted
expenditure of the public funds. The third
clause of the address reads: “ Under these
circumstances and in view of the fact that
you will be required to re-assemble early in
' the ensuing year it does not appear expedlent

. to invite your attention to any measures be-
yond the passage of the supplies.” That is
the way of course in which the present
government would like to have matters
rarranged, but between the necessity referred
to in the first c'ause on the one hand, and the
expediency referred to in the third clause on
the other, I take it that they own in fee
simple, a couple of white elephants of very
, uncomfortable proportions for convenient

bandling.

i In whose interests may I ask, does
~this  expediency arise. Is the course
‘proposed expedient in the interests of
't e people of Canada, or is it ex-

pedient in the interest of the govern-
.ment!? That is the question, and I think we
shall not be far from a correct solution
should we arrive at the conclusion that it is
s0 in the interests of the government more
than of the people, and doubtless could we
‘get a peep behind the scenes we should find
tthat in connection with these measures re-

appetite “inensitied by Pwhteen years of | ferred to. the government find many crooked
enforced abstinence from the food contained | thmoq difticult of making straivht, and
in the government preserves, so 1ntensel\ imanv lou"h places hard to ma.l\e plain all at
craved by them, asserted their power over!once, and therefore an extension of time is
all other comldera.tlons and as they con-'desirable in their view, under the circum-
sidered the throwing of the Manitoba school | stances. The important question of the
question with all the perplexing difficulties | Manitoba schools which has bulked so
surrounding that vexed question upon the | largely in the public eye, is then for the
electorate of this country in the then ensu-|present to be relegated to the blissful un-
ing federal elections to be the best av ailable | tertainties mcndent to the ‘“sunny ways”
means of attaining that end, they adopted - and “conciliatory methods” of the leader
the reprehensible course of tacties to which | of the government; which, however, it would
I have already referred as unexampled iniuppear from the utterances of the press re-
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garding them, are not proving such effec-!
tive oil upon the troubled waters as was an-

ticipated, and the immediate steps which
the speech states will be taken to effect a
Settlement may prove to be after all bug
faltering steps in a very thorny way and
ultimately fail of reaching the desired solu-
tion, notwith tanding the ante-factum ex-
Pression of confidence contained in the fifth
clause that when parliament next assembles
this important controversy will have been
adjusted satisfactorily.

We are advised in the fourth clause “that
the operation of the tariff will be made the
Subject of careful inquiry during the recess,

Wwith a view to the preparation of such a'

Measure as may, without doing injustice to
any interest, materially lighten the burdens
of the people.” A nicely flowing sentence,

doubtless the product of a more or less ex-'

tended period of incubation on the part of

1ts authors, disposing of the most important -

Matter that can be brought under the con

sideration of this parliament with all the

Nonchalance of a skilled professor of the

Sleight-of-hand art, as though it were a’
Matter of but slight concern to the mer-
chants and importers of this country that
tariff provisions are to remain in abeyance

Or a very considerable time, that no definite
Prononucement is now to be made by the

S0vernment as to what their policy regard-|

Ing the tariff is 10 be beyond the: misty

Indefiniteness of the language of this fourth -

clause, that the proposed measure *may,

Without doing injustice to any interest,’

Materjally lighten the bLurdens of the peo-
Ple.”  And what, may I ask, are our
lmporters and business men to do in the

Interim, while this proposed measure is |
Perhaps by the agency of a royal or other.

COmmission in process of gestation in the
Womb of futurity? How long must they
Wait until the days are accomplished for
elivery ;: and will it be only a mouse that
15 brought to the birth, after all !

I'imuch mistake the temper of the men
“ho are engaged in our extensive commerce
With the outside world if they are disposed

“ submit to any such treatment of tariff
Matters. They have had sufficient experience
of the ever-changing kaleidoscopic tactics of -

® present government in regard to them,
and we cannot blame them much if they
'ave no confidence whatever, in any declara-
191 of a prospective policy which they may
Make, The variety of their declarations
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and their vacillating conduct regarding
them, and the forlorn hope of any improve-
.ment, recalls to my mind a question which
was once asked in days of yore, and which
was supposed to admit of only a negative
answer, couched in language something like
this: ‘“Can the Ethopian change his skin,
or the leopard hisspots?” I make no affirma-
tion in regard to the change of skin on the
‘part of the Ethopian, but I have heard it
stated that the leopard can change his spots,
'and that that seemingly impossible feat is
raccomyplished when he changes his poxition
from one spot to another. In the goiern-
ment’s course we have a pronounced exempli-
fication of this change of spots, whith is so
capable of working mischief incalculable to
the people’s interests. To svch an extent
"has this been the habit of the government,
that despite their protestations we almost
| despair of any improvement, and under the
circumstances one is led to apply to them in
'its widest scope of meaning the language
annexed to the question referred to, and
which was deemed unanswerable except in
the negative, “Can the Ethopian change
his skin, or the leopard his spots? Then
may ye also do good, that are accustomed
to do evil.”

I have the honour of representing in this
i House the county of Pictou in Nova Ncotia,
which, as many of you know, is a large coal
‘and iron producing county, and naturally
enough under the circuiustances the electors
of that county at the last general election,
knowing the declaration made by the pres-
ent Premter that raw material should be
admitted free, and specifying coal and iron
as such raw materials, were exceedingly
anxious to know what the course of the
government was really to be regarding
them. One of the Liberal candidates in
‘that county, Mr. E. M. McDonald, finding
that the declaration of the Premier referred
to above was militating seriously against
'any chances of election which he might
. have, wired the Premier advising him of
this, and asking what he should do under
.the circumstances, and was told in reply
that he might assure the electors that the
coal interests would be ¢ carefully guarded.”
Tn this connection I wish to refer to an in-
i cident which occurred in the House of Com-
"mons recently, when the question was put
"to the honourable the Premier as to
‘whether he had sent that reply, and if so
i what he meant by the coal interests being
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«carefully guarded,” when the worse than
flippant veply was elicited, that he lad
sent that answer, and that what he meant
by being * carefully guarded ” was, that
they would be “guarded carefully.” This
may seem to the honourable gentleman to
be statesmanship, and that of a high order ;
and to be a legitimate and courteous way of |
answering a question put to him by a repre-
sentative of the people in the high court of
parliament, but the people, I can assure!
him, will not thus lightly regard a matter |
so important to them as the tm'iﬁ’treatment?
of the great coal industry of this country ;;
and thus yet once again in the matter of

|
i
|

this amswer to Mr. McDonald, the:
government  kaleidoscope, which  had!
done them such good service in so|
many other directions, is called into!

requisition. Such inconsistency, such vacil-
lation, such unreliability is surely char.|
acteristic only of a class of whom it was |
said in the olden time. ““ whom the Gods wish .
to destroy they first make mad.” That the:
madness is on, is self evident, and whilst.
being very far from wishing any personal,
calamity to befall them, such as that which
overtook those who had incurred the anger
of the gods in the olden time, yet in the
interests of our common country let Can-
adians hope that their political destruction
at any rate may come and may not tarry.

I listened with a good deal of attention to
my hon. friend from Marquette, in his speech
which to any of us who have been for any
length of time in this honourable House, has |

the usual flavour, and I wish to say in regard |
to some of the matters to which he paid par- |
ticular attention, especially free trade, that'
an old maxiw holds to-day as strongly asever
it held ¢ Facts are stubborn things” and i
out-point the finest spun theories. 1 wish to'!
read an extract from a Canadian journal ‘
which bears on the subject : !
Quite a stir is caused in England. by the book |
“ Made in Germany.” The English are wakingup |
in the fact that the protective policy of Germany
has caused great industrial development in that |
country. and has made it a rival of which Eng- |
land may well be afraid.  English goods are being
displaced in London by German goods, and the
foreign trade of Germany in iron and steel, tex- |
tiles, chemicals, and other industries is surpassing 1
that of England. A tremendous blow has been |

! them,

pointed out the fallacies in what it calls the fetish
of free trade.  Evidently English thought is being
stirred up.  Practical results are smashing down
the Cobden theories.  And the English people are
being brought face to face with serious effects, the
results of adherence to a trade policy which leaves
England’s markets open to other nations thut refuse
to reciprocite.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—What paper is that!

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE—The Colontal
Standard.

Hon. Mr. DEVER--That is a protection-
ist paper !

Hon. Mr, PRIMRUSE—I am surprised
at the bon. gentleman making such an un-
necessary statement. If it were a free trade
or a Liberal paper advocating free trade
principles it would not publish such an
article.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Before the debate closes
I wish to address a few observations touch-
ing upon points which have been evolved
during the debate.  The principal point of

‘attack upon the government seems to have

been the issue of Governor’s warrants. I
presume it is not alleged by any hon. gen-
tleman that there was not urgent necessity
for the issuing of those warrants. The
authority under the statute seems to be dis-
puted. The necessity existed for this rea-
son, that the payments to the civil service
and the employés of the government gen-
erally was usualiy made in the middle of the
month, and when the time arrived to pay
it became necessary to consider
whether the statutes did not provide the
authority. Reference was made to the

. Minister of Justice for his opinion, and in

order to show that the matter had been well
considered, the Minister of Justice has hand-
ed me a memorandum of his report, which
he was unable to find at the time he was
addressing the House. This is the letter
from Mr Laurier to Mr. Mowat :

OTTaWa, 14th July, 1896,
Sie Oiver Mowar,
. Department of Justice,
Ottawa.
My peakr Sik OLIVER,—It is suggested to me
that unless the civil employés are paid their regular
salaries, the public service will be subjected to

struck at England’s iron industry. In 1871. South | very serious inconveniences. These inconveniences
Staffordshire had 161 blast furnaces. In 1895, only | would more particularly arise in the case of that
19. And in the same period Germany's production | class of employés who are wage-earners on rail-

. . i
of iron and steel increased erormously.

The Saturday Review published a strong article
based on the book ‘“Made in Germany,” and

; ways, canals and other public works.
I would ask you to look into the question, and
to give me your opinion as to whether a special
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Warrant can be issued to provide for the payment
of those servants of the government.
Believe me, my dear Nir Oliver,
Yours very sincerely,

(Sgd.) WILFRED LAURIER.

The veply of Nir Oliver Mowat was as
ollows :

OFFICE 0OF THE MINISTER OF JUSTICE,
Orrawa, 14th July, 1896.
My Deak Prevtek,—I beg to acknowledze the
Teceipt of your letter of this date informing me
4t it is suggested to you that unless the civil
employés are paid their regular salaries the public
Service willbesubject tovery seriousinconveniences,
and that these inconveniences would more par-
tlclllu.rly arise in the case of that class of employés
Who are wage-earners on railways, canals and other
Public works.

Payment of those employees.

By RN, chapter 29, seetion 32 (4), it is pro-
Vided that if when parliament is not in session any
ccident happens to any public work or building
Which requires an immediate outlay for the repair

lereof, or any other occasion arise when any ex-
Penditure not foreseen or provided for by parlia-

Ment js urgently and immediately required for the

Public good, then, upon the report of the Minister
Ot Finance and Receiver General that there is no
Parliamentary provision and of the minister having
Charge of the service in question that the necessity

;S Urgent. the Governor in Council may order a'
Pecial warrant to be prepared, to be signed by the |

Fovernor General for the issue of the amount esti-
Mated to he required, which shall be placed by the
Minister of Finance and Receiver General to a

SPecial account, against which cheques may issue !
tom time to time, in the usual form, as they are |

Tequire,

I think that the payment of the employds:

Mentioned in your letter is ** urgently and imme-
Wtely reguired ™ for the public good, within the

meaning of the said enactment, and that, under.

1€ circumstances which have occurred, and the

Consequent present condition of public affairs, the |

nwmve!'nm' in Council may properly, on the reports
entioned, order a special warrant to be prepared,
9 be signed by the Governor General, for the issue
the amount estimated to be required.
Yours sincerely,
0. MOWAT.

It cannot be doubted, at all events, that
Ve took an opinion that every hon. gentle-
Man in this House, I fancy, is disposed to
Tespect ; but there is abundance of precedent
O this issue of Governor’s warrant. The
Ate government and all governments for
the Jast, twenty-five or thirty years, have
Mvariably invoked the Governor’s warrant
o0 oceasions of very much less consequence

an  these, when the necessity did not

aPpear to be urgent and when the expendi-

Ure ought to have been foreseen. 1 can

You ask my opinion as to whether
& special warrant can be issued to provide for the

ia.cbion, but I will take one which occurred
‘in 1891, On or about the 25th of June
!and the 16th October, 1890, His Excellency
' was advised to issue warrants for the expen-
}diture of =281,000 and £16,000 for the
‘service of the Prince Edward Island Rail-
i way and the Intercolonial Railway during
ithe fiscal year which terminated on the
30th of June, 1890. This is a resolution
moved by Sir Richard Cartwright :

[— - }
i That on or about the 25th day of June and

(16th day of October, 1890, His Excellency was
i advised to issue his warrants for the expenditure
of S281,606 and 16,000 for the service of the
Prince Edward Island and Intercolonial Railways
during the fiscal year 1890 which terminated on
the 30th June, 1890.

That parliament remained in session up to the
16th day of May, 1890, Leing within six weeks of
the close of the said tiscal year.

That no accident had occurred upon the said
railroads nor was there any reason whatever why
said expenditure should not have been foreseen and
provided for by parliament,

That under such circumstances the issue of a
Governor General’'s warrant for the said sam was
a gross abuse of the power vested in the Governor
in Council under the said Act, and that the con-
duct of the Government in neglecting to apply to
parliament in due time for the said sum, indicates
great laxity of administration and deserves the
censure of this House.

You will notice that the Governor’s war-
rant was invoked on the 25th day of June.
Parliament had risen in the month of May,
and it was only a few weeks after the pro-
rogation of parliament. There was a case
where the government allowed parliament
to ri-e, and in a few weeks after that in-
voked the Governor’'s warrant for these
large sums, and for what? To purchase
-ails for the government railways. Surely
that was an expenditure that might have
been anticipated—that must have been
| known. It did not arise on any emergency
‘at all. It was known that those rails had
- been wearing out year after year, and vet 1t
;was thought of so little consequence that
! parliament was not asked to provide the
funds for the railways, and the (Governor’s
. warrant was invoked. The money, as in
this particular case, was properly expended.
There are hundreds of cases where warrants
'have been invoked under just such con-
'ditions. What does the Minister of Fin-
lance, in answer to Sir Richard Cartwright,
say :

i I do not suppose there will be nuch disagree-
" ment between my hon. friend and myself on the

Urn up a number of cases illustrating that i theory which has just been laid down as regards
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the seurce of supply for money expenditure made
in the country. There is no doubt—of course we
all know that—that parliament is the source of
supply, and that to parliament we must, as a
government or an executive body, look for author-
ity for expenditures. The clauseof the Act which
the hon. gentleman has recited, however, gives a
a discretionary power to the execntive upon cer- -
tain occasions, in certain exigencies; and I have!
no doubt as well that when that power was given,
although the wording of the Aet is broadly drawn,
the spirvit and intention of the Act was to provide
only for those expenditures which came to he con- |
sidered as absolutely necessary and urgent, so far
urgent as to make it a matter of public service
and public utility that the expenditure should be
made. It is true, as my hon. friend has said, that
with reference to the item he has specmll) men-
tioned and about which the discussion so far is:
mostly proceeding, it ought to have heen foreseen .
and ought to have hecn provided for by parliament.

There ixa case that is really of a character
that might be subject to verysevere criticism.
The money expended under the particular
warrant to which reference is made in this
debate, was for payments specified in the
estimates brought down by the hon. gentle-
men themselves a few months before.  The
only point really in this whole argument is
the one raised by the hon. member from:
Pictou—that the opposition in the last’
parliament were responsible. I presume
they are, and they took upon themselves the
responsibhility and the people judged, between
them and the government, which was right.
My hon. friend from Queen’s said that a'
similar course had been pulsued in regard to
the Mackenzie administration in 1878, The'
cases are not at all parallel. In 1878 Mr.
Mackenzie, as he had a right to do, got a
supply for the year 1846—79 The govern-|
ment had been elected in the winter of 1874.
Their term of office would not have expired
until some time in 1879. They had a perfect
right to ask for an appropriation for at least
seven or eight months of the year covering
their own term. They anticipated the;
terinination of their term by dissolving par-
liament in NSeptember. They might have cat
on until the following February, and if they
had followed the course which the late:
government pursued, they would have done
so. If it had been at the end of their term,
and particularly a sixth session, I ask hon.
gentlemen who now forin the opposition
whether the Conservative partyin the House,
if they could help it, would not resist the
granting of supply to a government that
was Just going to the country and was!
asking for a supply three or four months in |

i the month of April.

for a year in advance.

“dence of that fact.

grave suspicion,
‘expiration of Parliament, the government

advance. The late Parliament expired in
There was awple sup-
ply up to the 30th June. They were asking
There was no par-

allel that I could find for a case of that sort.

. The opposition believed the government had

been disciedited in the country. In the

‘month of January there had heen a crisis—
 seven of the gentlemen in the Cabinet had
‘revolted against the Prime Minister.

They

thad gone back under conditions which did

not meet with the approval of many of their
own friends. Hon. gentlemen will remember
there was a large secession fiom the party,

~and their organs in the country were critici-

sing them very severely. The opposition of
that day felt it was their duty to force the
government. out of power. They therefore
declined to give them supplies. They felt

i that if supply had been granted, it would

probably have been abused—they had evi-
It was not alone that
they were ordinary estimates that were in-
tended to be brought down on that occasion,
but there were large supplementary esti-
mates, by which it was intended to carry
the electlons through the influence of gov-
ernment subsidies.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.—No

such estimates were submitted to Parlia-

: ment and no supplementals were asked for.

Hon. Mr. 8COTT.—1I will give one -illus-
tration of what I say, and ask the House if

{it was the proper thing, just on the eve of
,an ele_tion, to put on the order paper in the

month of April, a few days before Parlia-
ment dissolved, a proposition t) subsidize a
number of railways over the country; and
more particularly to subsidize no less than
eight railways-—no, not to rubsidize, but to
build eight branch railways in the island of
Prince Edward, and to run them as govern-
ment railways. It might be very proper,
indeed, that additional railway accommoda-
tion should be given to Prince Edward
Island, but 1 ask any hon. gentleman
whether it would not be looked upon with
if four days before the

should bring down a proposal to build and
equip for all time to come, at the expense of
this country, eight railways in the provinze

_of Prince Edward Isiand.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE.—How many miles !
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT.—I do not know.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE.—Only one hundred
miles,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I do not care what
the distance was. T can quite understand
that the member from Prince Edward Island
should be anxious to have those railways
built, but there were other places where
tailways were needed as urgently as in
Prince Edward, and the policy of the gov-
ernment, as to railways all over the country, |
hflS been to stimulate private enterprise, to
aid in the building by giving a subsidy. !
The late government used to give a land
subsidy sometines, and sometimes a money
Subsidy ; bhut ordinarily there was no very
Breat objection to any railway that was in
the public interest, and was supported at all
®vents by a certain amount of private capi-
tal, receiving aid to the amount of $3,200
Per mile,

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—May [ point
out to the hon. gentleman tiat the resolu-
tions he refers to were not submitted for a
Considerahle time after supplies were refused
Dy the opposition, so this could not be a
Teason for obstructing the cstimates.

Hon, Mr. SCOTT—I am now taking the
©Stimates as brought down by the honour-
able gentleman, with page after page of sub-
sldﬁes to railways ; does the hon. gentleman
think that within four days of the expir-
ation of Parliament, the representatives of
the people would have been at all justified
In passing subsidies of that kind ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--
es, quite right ; but explain to the Se: ate
What that has to do with the estimates.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I am coming to that.
tis one of the evidences that the govern-
Ment were seeking to gain an advantage,
and the representatives of the people did
N0t feel that they could trust them with the
Passage of the estimates.

OHOn. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
ould they not have passed the estimates
and rejected the resolutions?

I‘:[c.m. Mr. SCOTT—The policy of the op-
Position was to force a dissolution, and
Orce the government out. Were those not

®Zitimate tactics? If the position lhad

been reversed, and the Conservatives were
on the opposition side, I think they would
have adopted the same tactics. They are
fair tactics.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Oh, no, they are not fair,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The circumstances
are unusual. I do not think the history of
this country records a sixth session of a
parliament such a short time before the ex-
piration of the life of parliament. You
will find no instance on record where parlia-
ment sat up to the last day, and if the sup-
plies had been granted, do you suppose we
would have been sitting here to-day? We
would have changed places. We should
have been over there, if it had been necessary
to call a merting of parliament, for the
reason that the government would not have
had the elections at that period. They
would have been further postponed. Why
were not the elections held immediately
after parliament dissolved ? They could have
been held in May, and parliament in Jure,
and there would have been no necessity for
the Governor General’s warrants.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
They could not have been.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-—They could have heen
held in May, there was ample time.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
No.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—We all knew parlia-
ment was expiring. The writs should have
been ready, and the election held immedia-
tely after. It is a principle of English con-
stitutional law that parliament ought always
to be ready to be summoned, and that there
ought to be no unreasonable delay when
once parliament expires in having another
elected, so that it may be consulted if it
becomes necessary. And therefore T say,
if it became necessary to summon parlia-
ment before the 30th June, it was a very
easy matter to do it by having the elections
in the month of May, but I need give no
further evidence of what the intentions of
the government were. Were the opposition
to sit quietly by and allow all that to pass
unnoticed ¥ No, it was their duty to resist
it. They felt the government had been
discredited, and the action taken by the
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opposition was justified by the votes of the |
people afterwards. There can be no ques-:
tion as to that, and that is really the answer
to the objection. Every opposition avails.
itself of all those opportunities, if it is:
really sincere and anxious to turn a govern-

ment out; and there was opposition, not’
only on the part of the regular opposition

but, as hon. gentlemen know, on the part of .
their own friends, for various reasons which

I do not now intend to discuss. Probably

there would not have been a change of .
government if there had not been a large|
secession from the ranks of the Conservative

party, and under those conditions the course !
pursued by the Liberal party was quite;
proper and justifiable ; in fact, it was the’
course that should have been taken, because
the government could not any longer be:
trusted with the maragement of affairs, and
the sooner the crisis came the better. As I
said before, the result of the elections amply
justified the course taken. The people have
already pronounced upon all that, so that
the speech made by the hon. gentleman from
Pictou, although interesting and beautiful,
is not logical in view of subsequent events.
The next point of attack is by my hon. friend
from Queen’s, where he is quite within his-
rights and privileges. He criticised the'
utterances of Mr. Davies and Sir Richard
Cartwright, and other leading members of |
the opposition, and said that there was no '
harmony and they were not in accord on the
tariff policy. Nome of them were free
traders, and some revenue-tariff men, and

some for incidental protection. 1t is one of
the rights and privileges of men in the’
opposition to have independent opinions.
They are not responsible individually until
they come together and form a g